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House of Representatives 
The House met at 9 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. HULTGREN). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 28, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable RANDY 
HULTGREN to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

We give You thanks, O God, for giv-
ing us another day. 

As You make available to Your peo-
ple the grace and knowledge to meet 
the needs of the day, we pray that Your 
spirit will be upon the Members of this 
people’s House, giving them the rich-
ness of Your wisdom. 

Bless the members of the minority 
party as they gather these next days. 
May they, with those who accompany 
them, travel safely and meet in peace. 

Bless also the majority party as they 
return to their constituencies. Give 
them hearts and ears to listen well to 
all those whom they represent. 

May the power of Your truth and our 
faith in Your providence give them all 
the confidence they must have to do 
the good work required for service to 
our Nation. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 

last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
BENISHEK) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. BENISHEK led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to five requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 

f 

RESTORING LOCAL CONTROL OVER 
EDUCATION 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, the quality of our children’s 
education is too important to rely on a 
one-size-fits-all approach. 

I have introduced the Local Control 
of Education Act to return control of 
education to the States by prohibiting 
the Federal Government from using 
grants or waivers to coerce States into 
adopting the Common Core State 
Standards. I am grateful to work with 
Senator DAVID VITTER of Louisiana on 
these efforts with companion legisla-
tion. 

South Carolina-elected school board 
members and administrators, such as 
Lexington District Two Super-
intendent Venus Holland, working to-

gether with teachers and parents—such 
as Kathy Maness of the Palmetto State 
Teachers Association—are best suited 
to promote our State’s education sys-
tem. I have full faith in State Super-
intendent of Education Molly 
Spearman, who is continuing the effort 
for education excellence as supported 
by her predecessor, Dr. Mick Zais. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President by his actions 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MADISON KEYS 
(Mrs. BUSTOS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Rock Island’s 
own Madison Keys on her outstanding 
performance at the Australian Open. 

Madison is the daughter of attorneys 
Christine and Rick Keys of Rock Is-
land, Illinois, and at the close of this 
tournament, Madison will be the 
world’s highest ranking teenage tennis 
player. The 19-year-old defeated the 
reigning Wimbledon champion, Petra 
Kvitova, in the third round of the tour-
nament. And yesterday, she played in 
the quarterfinals against the woman 
who inspired her to play tennis, Venus 
Williams—and Madison won. 

Madison remembers watching 
Wimbledon when she was just 4 years 
old and being inspired to play tennis 
when she saw Venus’ fancy tennis 
dress. Last night’s match in a way rep-
resents the passing of the torch be-
tween generations on the U.S. women’s 
tennis team as Madison now advances 
to the next round. Tomorrow she plays 
Serena Williams. 

I am confident Madison has a long 
tennis career in front of her, and I look 
forward to seeing where she goes. I 
hope that, just as Venus Williams in-
spired her, she inspires another genera-
tion of young girls to get involved in 
sports and follow their dreams. 
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NATIONAL SCHOOL CHOICE WEEK 
(Mr. BENISHEK asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of National School 
Choice Week. I have traveled all across 
northern Michigan, and I have been 
blessed to visit all kinds of schools in 
my district. I have met with hard-
working kids, parents, and teachers 
who are trying to achieve a better fu-
ture. 

Our education system should not be a 
one-size-fits-all model. School choice 
programs provide a way for parents to 
help their children succeed. Choice pro-
motes competition in our educational 
system, which will improve the edu-
cational outcome for all students. 

While many students are able to 
prosper by attending their local public 
school, many others are bogged down 
by outdated rules that prevent parents 
from choosing the best educational fit 
for their children. In order to succeed, 
parents need options and flexibility, 
not more regulations. 

Michigan has enacted the popular 
Schools of Choice program, which al-
lows parents to send their children to 
any school in a participating district. 
These are the types of programs that 
empower parents and students instead 
of teachers’ unions and bureaucrats. 

School choice will help to ensure 
that every child has a chance to flour-
ish, and that is why I am a proud sup-
porter of National School Choice Week. 

f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 
(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to call this House to action. In 
the opening weeks of the 114th Con-
gress, this Chamber has voted to deport 
DREAMers and the parents of Amer-
ican citizens. And the House majority 
continues to put our national security 
at risk by threatening to shut down the 
Department of Homeland Security just 
because they object to the administra-
tion’s efforts to keep immigrant fami-
lies together and to deport violent 
criminals. 

No matter how you feel about the ad-
ministration’s efforts, we should all 
recognize that it is time to set aside 
these partisan games and take sub-
stantive action to pass a comprehen-
sive immigration reform bill. It is not 
just the moral thing to do for so many 
of our friends and neighbors; it is the 
right thing to do for our economy, for 
our public safety, and for our country. 

I will urge House leadership to bring 
a comprehensive immigration reform 
bill to the floor for a vote. It is the 
right thing to do. 

f 

COMBATING HUMAN TRAFFICKING 
(Mr. DOLD asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to highlight the importance of the leg-
islation that we passed this week on 
human trafficking. 

Sadly, my district is no stranger to 
this despicable crime. In both Lake and 
Cook Counties, we seem to have too 
many cases of human trafficking. In 
the Chicagoland area, up to 25,000 
women and girls are victims of com-
mercial sexual exploitation. 

According to the Justice Depart-
ment, as many as 300,000 American 
youths are at risk of becoming victims 
of sexual trafficking. The average age 
for girls that first become victims is 
between 12 and 14 years of age. 

This legislation will protect our 
youth by establishing programs to help 
runaways and homeless children who 
are at the highest risk for becoming 
victims. The bills will also help address 
the issue by giving tools to health care 
professionals and law enforcement to 
identify and help victims of human 
trafficking, and to create programs to 
deter and prevent human trafficking in 
the first place. 

Human trafficking for sexual exploi-
tation is an epidemic that needs to be 
stopped. This is a first step, and we 
must remain focused to end human 
trafficking altogether. 

f 

PASS LEGISLATION THAT 
MATTERS 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just ask that the Republican leadership 
begin to bring legislation to the floor 
that would actually make a difference 
for America, certainly addressing the 
economy and job creation and increas-
ing wages, which are so important to 
my constituents and, I believe, to all 
Americans. 

It just seems like all the Republican 
leadership is doing here is rehashing 
the same old legislation that is going 
nowhere either because it won’t pass 
the Senate or because the President 
won’t sign it. 

Today, after the 1-minute speeches, 
we are going to have the third pipeline 
bill that essentially tries to strait-
jacket Federal agencies—again, not 
going anywhere. It is pretty likely the 
President would veto any of them if 
they come to his desk. 

I understand that on Tuesday the 
leadership is going to bring up another 
Affordable Care Act repeal. This will be 
like the 56th or 57th effort to repeal the 
Affordable Care Act, which is actually 
working well. More Americans than 
ever have signed up during this second 
enrollment period. We had another ef-
fort to weaken the Affordable Care Act 
just a couple of weeks ago. 

It is time to do the things that peo-
ple want, talk about the economy, and 
bring legislation that matters to the 
American people. 

REVERSE SEQUESTRATION CUTS 
(Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia 

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to call on my col-
leagues to join me in stopping the se-
quester’s impact on our military. 

I want Members to hear what Gen-
eral Martin Dempsey, the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs, had to say. He di-
rectly advises the President and Con-
gress, and these are his words: 

The combination of the Budget Control 
Act and the sequestration mechanism will 
make it impossible for us to meet our global 
responsibilities. 

Again from the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs: 

The readiness hole is still the readiness 
hole. The global security environment is 
more dangerous and sequestration is still on 
the books as the law. It’s absolutely crazy 
for this country. 

Since the President promised the se-
questration would not happen but then 
he said he would veto changes to it, 
some Members of this House seem to 
have accepted that the sequestration 
must go into effect. 

National security is an essential part 
of our job, and with growing threats 
both domestic and abroad, Members of 
this House must come together to end 
the sequester cuts that reduce the ca-
pabilities of our armed services. 

We—the Members of Congress, the 
President, and General Dempsey—all 
swore the same oath to defend the Con-
stitution of the United States against 
all enemies, foreign and domestic. We 
as Members of Congress have a duty to 
provide a military to protect the Amer-
ican people. 

These challenges hit close to home 
for me. As a Georgia Republican on the 
Armed Services Committee, I am going 
to continue to fight on behalf of the 
men and women at Robins and Moody 
Air Force Bases and the warfighters of 
this country who protect us. 

f 

FEDERAL SPENDING AND THE 
SAVE ACT 

(Mr. ASHFORD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ASHFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to speak about Federal spending. 

In my home State of Nebraska, we 
are mandated by the State constitu-
tion to balance the budget. This is 
something that we are sorely in need of 
here in Washington. 

The Congressional Budget Office just 
released a report that indicated that 
deficits are projected to balloon over 
the next several years, topping $1 tril-
lion by 2025. The national debt will 
grow to over $21 trillion by the same 
year. 

Mr. Speaker, we all know these are 
unsustainable trends. That is why I am 
very proud to be a cosponsor of the 
Savings Accountability Value and Effi-
ciency Act, or SAVE Act. This bill, in-
troduced by my good friend and col-
league Congressman PATRICK MURPHY, 
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would save the Federal Government 
nearly $480 billion over the next 10 
years. 

I applaud my colleague for his efforts 
in working to put our country on a 
more sustainable fiscal path. I hope 
that we can come together in a biparti-
sanship manner towards that end. 

f 

NATIONAL SCHOOL CHOICE WEEK 

(Mr. MCHENRY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, this 
week Americans from all 50 States will 
gather at over 11,000 events nationwide 
to celebrate National School Choice 
Week. These are not partisan gath-
erings focused on a particular piece of 
legislation, nor are the attendees advo-
cating for one type of school over an-
other; rather, these gatherings will 
highlight the importance of providing 
parents with diverse choices when it 
comes to the education of their chil-
dren. 

Far too often America’s children are 
given educational opportunities dic-
tated by what best serves someone 
else’s economic interest or is focused 
on their own economic status or where 
they live. This is inappropriate. We 
need a better way. 

I have supported legislation to ex-
pand charter schools. That is a biparti-
sanship thing that we can all agree on. 
That empowers parents. At the State 
level, Republican legislators and Gov-
ernors have passed open enrollment 
laws and funding portability for edu-
cation. 

National School Choice Week is a 
great reminder that we must continue 
to pursue these vital reforms, ensuring 
all parents have freedom when deciding 
how to educate their children. 

f 

b 0915 

LNG PERMITTING CERTAINTY AND 
TRANSPARENCY ACT 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to House Resolution 48, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 351) to provide for expe-
dited approval of exportation of nat-
ural gas, and for other purposes, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 351 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘LNG Per-
mitting Certainty and Transparency Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ACTION ON APPLICATIONS. 

(a) DECISION DEADLINE.—For proposals that 
must also obtain authorization from the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission or 
the United States Maritime Administration 
to site, construct, expand, or operate LNG 
export facilities, the Department of Energy 
shall issue a final decision on any applica-
tion for the authorization to export natural 
gas under section 3 of the Natural Gas Act 

(15 U.S.C. 717b) not later than 30 days after 
the later of— 

(1) the conclusion of the review to site, 
construct, expand, or operate the LNG facili-
ties required by the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S. C. 4321 et seq.); or 

(2) the date of enactment of this Act. 
(b) CONCLUSION OF REVIEW.—For purposes 

of subsection (a), review required by the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
shall be considered concluded— 

(1) for a project requiring an Environ-
mental Impact Statement, 30 days after pub-
lication of a Final Environmental Impact 
Statement; 

(2) for a project for which an Environ-
mental Assessment has been prepared, 30 
days after publication by the Department of 
Energy of a Finding of No Significant Im-
pact; and 

(3) upon a determination by the lead agen-
cy that an application is eligible for a cat-
egorical exclusion pursuant National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 implementing 
regulations. 

(c) JUDICIAL ACTION.—(1) The United States 
Court of Appeals for the circuit in which the 
export facility will be located pursuant to an 
application described in subsection (a) shall 
have original and exclusive jurisdiction over 
any civil action for the review of— 

(A) an order issued by the Department of 
Energy with respect to such application; or 

(B) the Department of Energy’s failure to 
issue a final decision on such application. 

(2) If the Court in a civil action described 
in paragraph (1) finds that the Department of 
Energy has failed to issue a final decision on 
the application as required under subsection 
(a), the Court shall order the Department of 
Energy to issue such final decision not later 
than 30 days after the Court’s order. 

(3) The Court shall set any civil action 
brought under this subsection for expedited 
consideration and shall set the matter on the 
docket as soon as practical after the filing 
date of the initial pleading. 
SEC. 3. PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF EXPORT DES-

TINATIONS. 
Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 

717b) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(g) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF LNG EXPORT 
DESTINATIONS.—As a condition for approval 
of any authorization to export LNG, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall require the applicant 
to publicly disclose the specific destination 
or destinations of any such authorized LNG 
exports.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 48, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE) each will control 30 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 351. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 351, the LNG Permitting Cer-
tainty and Transparency Act sponsored 
by Congressman BILL JOHNSON of Ohio. 

All of us recognize that the economy 
in the U.S. has been sputtering. We 
have had great advancements in tech-
nology, however, and innovation in hy-
draulic fracturing and horizontal drill-
ing have led America to become the 
number one natural gas producing na-
tion in the world. 

Our natural gas output has rapidly 
increased since 2005 and is expected to 
continue rising in the decades ahead in 
response to growing demand. Plentiful 
natural gas is helping many domestic 
energy producers and manufacturers 
and is spurring new investment and job 
growth here in America. 

The Committee on Energy and Com-
merce has held multiple hearings and 
forums to discuss the domestic growth 
in natural gas production and its po-
tential impact on trade, geopolitics, 
and energy production and consump-
tion in America. 

We now have the opportunity to 
bring more of this critical energy re-
source to other parts of the world while 
stimulating our energy security, eco-
nomic growth, and foreign policy. 

I might add that over the last year, 
many of us have been really surprised 
by the number of representatives from 
other countries in Europe and around 
the world who are pleading with Amer-
ica to export their natural gas so that 
those countries are not as dependent 
upon countries like Russia and others. 

I might also add that, in 2012, the De-
partment of Energy commissioned a re-
port by NERA Economic Consulting to 
assess the economic impacts of LNG 
exports. NERA recently updated this 
study to include the most current pro-
jections from the Energy Information 
Administration. 

Like the 2012 study, the update found 
that U.S. LNG exports will bring wide-
spread economic benefits, touching 
many parts of our economy, and that 
those benefits would consistently in-
crease as exports increase. 

The NERA study also found that the 
construction of new LNG export 
projects is estimated to put up to 45,000 
unemployed Americans back to work. I 
might also add that this legislation 
does not in any way change anything 
that FERC has responsibility for in ap-
proving siting of these natural gas 
pipelines and facilities for export, so 
we are not affecting in any way any en-
vironmental aspects of it. 

I might also say that the reason this 
bill is being introduced is because we 
think that the Department of Energy 
has been dragging its feet a little bit. 
They have responsibility over the com-
modity of the natural gas, and they 
have to go through a process. This leg-
islation also applies only to non-free 
trade agreements that the U.S. deals 
with. 

Since 2010, the Department of Energy 
has issued a final decision on five of 
the 37 applications to export LNG to 
countries where the U.S. does not have 
a free trade agreement. 
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Now, DOE’s authority to regulate the 

export of natural gas arises under sec-
tion 3 of the Natural Gas Act. This pro-
vision creates a rebuttable presump-
tion that a proposed export of natural 
gas is in the public interest. DOE must 
grant the application unless opponents 
of the application overcome the pre-
sumption, and there are 18 countries 
where we have these free trade agree-
ments. 

DOE’s process to review applications 
to export LNG to non-free trade agree-
ment countries is much more complex 
and unpredictable, and this legislation 
would help clarify that and create 
some certainty. It amends section 3 of 
the Natural Gas Act to give DOE 30 
days to issue a final decision on an 
LNG export application after a com-
plete NEPA environmental review on 
the facility. 

Additionally, H.R. 351 provides for 
expedited judicial reviews by the 
United States court of appeals for the 
circuit in which the export facility will 
be located, and this is important as 
well. It requires public disclosure of ex-
port destinations, so we know where it 
is going as a condition of approval of 
authorization to export LNG. 

This is a very important piece of leg-
islation. I want to commend Mr. JOHN-
SON of Ohio for introducing this legisla-
tion, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this legislation which is simply unnec-
essary. The Department of Energy cur-
rently conducts a public interest re-
view of all applications to export lique-
fied natural gas to a country without a 
free trade agreement with the United 
States. 

To date, DOE has approved four such 
applications to export LNG and has 
issued conditional approvals to four ad-
ditional applications. DOE has ap-
proved all applications that have com-
pleted their required NEPA review, and 
so there is no backlog or delay at the 
DOE to speak of. 

With these permits alone, we have 
the ability to become one of the largest 
exporters of natural gas in the world, 
and so legislation to impose an arbi-
trary 30-day deadline on DOE, as sug-
gested by the underlying bill, is simply 
unnecessary. 

With regard to exporting natural gas, 
we should keep in mind that low do-
mestic natural gas prices can provide 
an important competitive advantage to 
U.S. manufacturing, and simple eco-
nomics tells us that additional demand 
due to unrestricted exports can raise 
domestic natural gas prices, so we 
should think twice about giving away 
this advantage for short-term export 
profits when we are trying hard to re-
build our long-term manufacturing 
base. 

We should also remember that the 
bill will not result in LNG exports to 
Europe for some time, if at all. Al-
though one LNG export terminal is set 

to begin full operation later this year, 
all other terminals remain under con-
struction or are in the planning proc-
ess. 

DOE’s conditional approval for those 
facilities allows them to continue mov-
ing forward, but this legislation won’t 
help speed up their construction or af-
fect how quickly they can actually op-
erate, so passing this bill today will 
not magically send LNG from the pro-
posed terminals tomorrow. 

When the United States actually be-
gins to export significant quantities of 
LNG, it will most likely go to Asia, not 
Europe. The export terminals most 
likely to get constructed have already 
signed long-term contracts to supply 
LNG to various customers, and those 
destinations are primarily in Asia. 

Mr. Speaker, I oppose this bill be-
cause I don’t believe the phantom LNG 
export backlog is one of the pressing 
issues facing ordinary Americans, and I 
don’t believe that expediting this type 
of infrastructure is what our country 
needs most. 

I believe our country should be en-
couraging the use of renewable energy 
resources like wind and solar power. 
We should be investing in increased en-
ergy efficiency and a smart grid. We 
should be trying to find ways to make 
our energy infrastructure more resil-
ient and capable of withstanding ex-
treme weather events, like Hurricane 
Sandy. 

These are the types of clean energy 
solutions that America should be in-
vesting in, the type that will enhance 
our energy security, reduce carbon 
emissions, and lower overall energy 
costs to customers. 

Unfortunately, this bill doesn’t 
achieve any of these goals. In fact, the 
30-day deadline in the bill could have 
counterproductive results. If DOE is 
forced to make a decision before they 
have determined if the project is in the 
public interest, it may have no choice 
but to deny the application, and that 
outcome certainly doesn’t benefit any-
one, especially the applicants. 

This is the third time this month 
that the Republican majority has 
brought secondhand energy legislation 
to the floor, legislation that passed the 
House last Congress. Like the two bills 
before it, H.R. 351 would also serve no 
real purpose. 

I just hope that we can begin soon to 
look at new energy legislation that 
will move America forward in devel-
oping a clean energy infrastructure. In 
the meantime, I would urge my col-
leagues to vote against this bill, and I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, at 
this time, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. JOHNSON), the 
author of this legislation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the chairman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 351, the LNG Permit-
ting Certainty and Transparency Act. 
This important legislation will bring 
certainty to the Department of Ener-

gy’s review process for LNG export ap-
plications, create American jobs, con-
tinue spurring America’s manufac-
turing comeback, and provide a stable 
source of energy to our allies in Europe 
and around the world. 

Thanks to the energy renaissance oc-
curring throughout eastern and south-
eastern Ohio and across the United 
States, America is able to produce 
large quantities of natural gas like 
never before, enough to meet our do-
mestic natural gas demands and export 
excess LNG to the global marketplace. 

Through the abundance of natural 
gas, we have an opportunity to signifi-
cantly affect geopolitics and to create 
American jobs, but only if we enact 
smart policies like H.R. 351. 

The window of opportunity for LNG 
exports will not remain open indefi-
nitely, so it is important that Congress 
act immediately. If Congress fails to 
act, companies will continue to face 
regulatory uncertainty, which creates 
hesitancy in securing financing for 
constructing LNG terminals, plus na-
tions with near-term energy needs will 
look elsewhere. 

Potential geopolitical benefits such 
as reducing the oppressive influence of 
other exporters like Russia and Iran, 
while simultaneously strengthening 
ties with our allies, could be ulti-
mately jeopardized. 

Some of my colleagues are concerned 
that increased LNG exports will not 
really help our allies in Europe, but 
that is simply not true. Regardless of 
where U.S. natural gas is sent, increas-
ing the supply and competition in the 
international market will provide glob-
al consumers with greater choice and, 
most importantly, increased leverage 
when negotiating LNG pricing con-
tracts. 

In fact, by no longer importing such 
large amounts of LNG, the U.S. has al-
ready indirectly helped our European 
allies. With the passage of this legisla-
tion, even more LNG will be free to go 
to places that need it most. 

Equally important, if we delay, do-
mestic economic benefits may also fail 
to materialize, specifically the oppor-
tunity to create some 45,000 jobs by 
2018 and increase hardworking tax-
payer salaries by $1 billion over 6 
years. This is a win for manufacturing, 
especially those who make drilling 
equipment pipeline components, not to 
mention the refining, petrochemicals, 
and chemicals sectors. 

For these reasons, Congress must 
pass H.R. 351. To date, DOE has issued 
a final decision on only five of the 38 
pending LNG export applications re-
ceived since 2010. This is unacceptable. 
I urge my colleagues to help bring cer-
tainty to DOE’s approval process, cre-
ate jobs, help maximize American en-
ergy production, and help our allies 
abroad by voting for this important 
legislation. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. RUSH), the ranking member of the 
Subcommittee on Energy and Power. 
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Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I want to 

thank the ranking member of the full 
committee, Mr. PALLONE, for his lead-
ership and for his positive contribu-
tions to this entire institution. 

Mr. Speaker, I am here to oppose 
H.R. 351 because, once again, it is a 
proposed solution to a problem that we 
can’t find, a problem that we have 
searched high and low for. This prob-
lem, Mr. Speaker, simply doesn’t exist. 

Here we are, here we go once again, 
coming up with solutions to a problem 
that doesn’t even exist. When will my 
colleagues on the other side do some-
thing productively in this Congress and 
come up with real solutions to prob-
lems that do exist for the American 
people? 

Mr. Speaker, currently, the Depart-
ment of Energy, as we speak today, has 
already approved not one, not two, not 
three, not even four, but five applica-
tions—five—for existing LNG, and 
there are four more conditional approv-
als pending. 

b 0930 
Altogether, Mr. Speaker, the ap-

proved applications authorize the ex-
port of over 10 million cubic feet per 
day of LNG. The pending applications 
collectively seek an additional 27.5 bil-
lion cubic feet of LNG exported each 
and every day—27.5. 

Where is the problem? Show me the 
problem. Show me the way. Point out 
the problem. 

Mr. Speaker, this 30-day deadline 
that arbitrarily mandates the DOE ap-
plication process would short-circuit 
the public interest review—short cir-
cuit—cut it short. The public doesn’t 
have any input. No review by the pub-
lic. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia). The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. PALLONE. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. RUSH. This arbitrary mandatory 
30-day deadline would unnecessarily 
fast-track the DOE to hastily make a 
decision on export applications, regard-
less of how complex the application 
may be. The result of this ambiguous 
30-day deadline may negatively affect 
DOE’s ability to soberly and thor-
oughly assess the impact that cumu-
lative exports may have on natural gas 
prices. 

What would be the effect of gas at 
the station, at the pump, on the Amer-
ican people, and we all of a sudden, 
without any study, without any con-
versation, without any consideration, 
just force the DOE to arbitrarily meet 
this 30-day deadline? What is going to 
be the effect on the consumer in terms 
of these gas prices at the pump? Are 
they going to skyrocket as a result of 
this hasty, irresponsible action? Tell 
me, do you have answers to that? 

It may even result in the unintended 
consequence of actually denying appli-
cations if the agency does not have the 
time to complete its due diligence. 
This is insane. This is the utmost of in-
sanity. 

Mr. Speaker, I must oppose this bill 
because at the end of the day when you 
skim away all of the rhetoric and all 
the hyperbole around this bill, it will 
not speed up energy exports to Europe 
and it will not speed up exports to our 
other allies. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. 

Mr. PALLONE. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, to para-
phrase Elvis Presley: let this body re-
turn this bill to sender, return it to 
sender, address unknown, no such prob-
lem, no such home. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s send this bill back 
to committee where it can go through 
regular order, and we can have a thor-
ough discussion on these important 
issues before voting on such a con-
sequential bill. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, at 
this time, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS), who has 
been a real leader in helping America 
become energy independent. 

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of this bill because this is simply a 
commonsense bill. 

As you know, the U.S. is now the 
largest producer of natural gas in the 
world and has proven gas resources to 
supply our needs for decades to come. 
This is an achievement that we have 
reached despite roadblocks and delays 
from the executive branch. The latest 
delay is the Department of Energy’s 
rule from last summer to hold up ex-
port terminal applications. 

This important bill streamlines the 
review process for LNG exports by re-
quiring a timeline for making a deci-
sion and making agencies work to-
gether on the review. This is common-
sense change, Mr. Speaker. 

Innovations in the harvesting and 
production of natural gas have cut en-
ergy bills for families across the coun-
try. Those are the same innovations 
that have also made it affordable to 
ship LNG around the globe. 

The responsible and safe development 
of our natural resources through new 
technologies, such as horizontal drill-
ing, have begun an energy and manu-
facturing renaissance in America. 

And who is feeling the benefits? 
American families and businesses with 
an affordable and reliable energy sup-
ply. But that could all end unless we 
let the free market work. 

Let’s end the administration’s de 
facto ban on new exports and bring 
market stability to the global gas mar-
ket. Let’s get the government out of 
the way, and let’s give our American 
innovators a chance to work. 

Mr. Speaker, my district, the State 
of Ohio, and the entire Nation will reap 
the benefits of more jobs, increased 
pay, and lower energy costs if we pass 
this bill. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
351 and end the self-imposed restric-
tions on LNG exports. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, may I 
ask how much time is remaining on 
both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 21 min-
utes remaining. The gentleman from 
Kentucky has 20 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

At this time, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN), 
who is the ranking member of the 
Health Subcommittee. 

(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, let me explain the problem we 
have and the need for this bill today. 

The bill is the exact same language 
that passed this House last Congress, 
and it came through our committee, 
the Energy and Commerce Committee. 

Now, what this bill does is give the 
Department of Energy some deadlines 
to make a decision on our national in-
terests—that is what it does—so we can 
do it. They have held those permits 
sometimes up to 2 years to make that 
determination. 

If you have a free trade agreement 
with the United States, we can export 
natural gas to you. But they need to 
decide the national interests. I want 
the DOE to do that, but I also want to 
make a decision in very quick time. 

We know who our friends are, we 
know who our adversaries are. We 
don’t really want to send it to our ad-
versaries, we want to send it to our 
friends. So that is DOE’s job. 

The reason we need this bill is that 
right now today, or yesterday, gas is 
$2.88 per million cubic feet. It was up 
about $4, which is still not great for a 
producer. But what we have been doing 
in south Texas is flaring natural gas. It 
is bad for the environment. It is bad for 
the people who produce it because they 
don’t have a customer. And what we 
need to do is be able to export what we 
can’t use. 

In Texas we are very proud of Blue 
Bell ice cream. In fact, their adver-
tising slogan is: ‘‘We eat all we can and 
we sell the rest.’’ 

I have a chemical industry, I have a 
utility industry that uses natural gas. 
They are using it. But we still have a 
lot of production. So why would we not 
use all we can in our country and sell 
the rest and make somebody else pay 
for those jobs that we have in our com-
munity? And that is the problem. 

We know the price of oil is going 
down. But oil and natural gas some-
times come out of the same well. So 
that is why we need to make sure that 
we have the right, on a reasonable 
timeframe, to export natural gas to 
countries that we want to be friendly 
with. I would love to have a natural 
gas export right now to Ukraine. The 
infrastructure over there is not there. 
It could get there with some reversing 
pipelines. 

H.R. 351 represents a bipartisan effort 
to legislate and warrant its approval. 
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We worked together on this bill, and it 
represents that hard work. 

The bill is good for the economy, the 
climate, and the U.S. security inter-
ests. The United States has natural re-
sources to become the largest exporter 
of LNG in the world. Our natural gas 
reserves can meet all our domestic nat-
ural gas needs and still have an excess 
capacity of 3 trillion cubic feet. 

Before we discuss H.R. 351 it is im-
portant we clarify the LNG permitting 
process, just so there is no confusion. A 
project applicant must submit two sep-
arate applications: the first to the De-
partment of Energy and the second to 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission, FERC. 

In the Department of Energy, there 
are two complete separate processes. 
First, the project must submit an ap-
plication to export. If the project sends 
LNG to a country with which the U.S. 
has a free trade agreement, the appli-
cation is automatically approved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PALLONE. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. I thank 
the ranking member. I appreciate it. 

If the project sends the LNG to a 
country without a free trade agree-
ment, then the DOE must issue a per-
mit based on the public interest. These 
are very important determinations. 
However, LNG will not leave the 
United States with DOE approval only. 

For a project to actually export LNG, 
in either case, the applicant must re-
ceive a FERC permit. FERC reviews 
the environmental impacts of the ac-
tual LNG facility. FERC conducts and 
reviews all environmental impacts to 
satisfy the requirements of NEPA. No 
company will export a single cubic foot 
of LNG without FERC approval. 
FERC’s process takes 12 to 18 months 
and costs approximately $100 million. 

We have worked extremely hard to 
protect the environment. It is the DOE 
non-FTA process that is the problem. 
The DOE currently has approximately 
30 non-FTA permits awaiting decision. 
The DOE has held most of these per-
mits almost 4 years. Even the DOE rec-
ognized this huge problem and tried to 
address the backlog last summer by 
changing the approval process. Unfor-
tunately, the changes failed to expe-
dite approval or provide any certainty 
to companies who are investing $100 
million, and these are U.S. companies. 

H.R. 351 resolved this issue only after 
it receives all environmental permits. 

H.R. 351 would place a 30-day 
timeline for the DOE to issue a deci-
sion after the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission completes its envi-
ronmental reviews. 

Once again, we have protected the 
environmental review process. We have 
protected the public interest. And 
DOE, which held some of these applica-
tions 4 years—we cannot allow DOE to 
sit on these permits any longer. They 
must do their job and do it in a timely 
fashion. 

Opponents of H.R. 351 say if all per-
mits are approved, we will export more 
than 35 trillion cubic feet. Opponents 
say exports will double or triple domes-
tic natural gas prices. Opponents say 
exports of that size will endanger our 
domestic industry, raise electricity 
prices, and have ruinous effects on our 
economy. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I represent enormous petro-
chemical facilities, power generators, and 
workers. 

I remember when domestic natural gas 
prices caused companies in my district to 
move jobs overseas. 

If what opponents of H.R. 351 say were 
even remotely possible, I would be the first 
one to oppose this bill. 

My constituents work at those facilities. 
Those facilities pay taxes and fund the hos-

pitals and schools in my district. 
There are dozens of applications pending at 

DOE. 
No more than a handful of projects will be 

constructed and ultimately export LNG. 
But each project deserves a fair opportunity 

at review. 
Each company deserves the opportunity to 

pursue financing in the capital markets. 
The government should not make those de-

cisions. 
Each LNG facility costs billions, not to men-

tion the jobs associated with pipeline construc-
tion, electric transmission, local services, etc. 

I ask my colleagues to support H.R. 351 
and support this bipartisan effort. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. At this time, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TURNER), who has been a real 
leader on helping America become en-
ergy independent. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, U.S. nat-
ural gas exports will create American 
jobs and will bolster our strategic part-
nerships. 

I serve as president of the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly, and many for-
eign leaders and officials have ex-
pressed to me their need for energy di-
versification. As you know, Russia, the 
largest supplier of natural gas to Eu-
rope, has repeatedly used natural gas 
pricing to draw governments closer to 
its orbit and punished West-leaning 
governments with higher prices. 

U.S. natural gas exports will foster a 
more dynamic and competitive world 
energy market, helping to curb the use 
of energy as a political weapon. And re-
gardless of where natural gas from the 
United States is shipped, increasing 
supply in the global market will help 
international customers with greater 
choice and leverage to negotiate prices. 

In fact, the Obama administration 
has made this exact same argument. 
The State Department’s energy envoy 
recently stated: 

Now where the gas will go doesn’t matter. 
The fact that we have approved exports of 
natural gas has already had an impact on 
Europe. And where the molecule actually 
ends up going also doesn’t matter. 

Now, I understand there have been 
questions about whether or not Euro-
pean countries, such as Ukraine, are 

prepared to receive U.S. natural gas. 
Many of our European allies are imple-
menting infrastructure projects to di-
versify their natural gas resources. 

For example, Poland and Lithuania 
are opening LNG import terminals to 
reduce their dependence on Russian 
gas. Just last week, Poland and 
Ukraine announced an agreement to 
construct a pipeline that will allow 
Ukraine to access natural gas from two 
LNG import terminals, potentially 
from the United States. England and 
Spain already have contracts in place 
to receive U.S. natural gas. 

These are just a few examples of how 
these infrastructure projects will help 
Europe diversify its natural gas re-
sources. 

Mr. Speaker, last year, President 
Obama, in a joint statement with Euro-
pean leaders, welcomed U.S. natural 
gas exports to help our European allies 
and our strategic partners. 

I am encouraged by the President’s 
statements. These words must be fol-
lowed by action. The President must 
work with Congress to enact H.R. 351. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
it. 

b 0945 
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I have heard my colleagues suggest 

that there is a delay in the DOE’s ap-
proval of LNG export applications. 

For instance, on Monday night at the 
Rules Committee, Mr. JOHNSON indi-
cated that the DOE has approved only 
five out of 38 applications since 2010. 
Even if the gentleman from Ohio is cor-
rect in his assertion, the fact is that 
the five applications approved by the 
Obama administration since 2010 are 
five more than were approved by the 
Reagan administration or by either 
Bush administration. In fact, it is five 
more than were approved by the Clin-
ton, Carter, Ford, or Nixon administra-
tion. In 2011, the DOE approved the 
first LNG export application for the 
Cheniere Sabine Pass facility. That fa-
cility is set to become operational at 
the end of this year. That was the 
DOE’s first approval to export LNG 
since the 1960s. 

The dramatic growth of natural gas 
production and supply in the United 
States was considered impossible a dec-
ade ago, so the DOE commissioned a 
study to help it decide how to address 
additional applications. After estab-
lishing a transparent and systematic 
system for reviewing and authorizing 
LNG export applications, the DOE 
began to rapidly issue decisions. The 
record demonstrates that the DOE has 
moved aggressively to authorize LNG 
exports, granting three additional final 
authorizations and four conditional ap-
provals since August of 2013. 

To date, the DOE has approved the 
export of enough LNG to make the 
United States the world leader in LNG 
exports. All other pending applications 
are still under review at FERC, not at 
the DOE, so it is important to under-
stand that this bill does not change the 
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FERC review process—the site approv-
als, the environmental approvals. I 
would also remind my colleagues that 
the DOE automatically deems LNG ex-
ports to free trade agreement countries 
to be in the public interest. 

Before the DOE can issue a decision 
on the pending applications, both 
FERC approval and construction will 
need to be completed. That could take 
months or, more likely, years, but this 
bill will not affect that timeline, which 
will be the critical factor in how much 
more gas can be exported. That is why 
I want to emphasize that this bill is 
unnecessary and will not materially 
change the LNG export situation any-
time soon. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. UPTON), the chairman of 
the Energy and Commerce Committee. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, they say 
that you can’t have too much of a good 
thing, but with our impressive natural 
gas production, that is exactly what we 
have today. We now have so much nat-
ural gas that we cannot only meet our 
own energy needs and still have extra 
to sell, but our natural gas boom can 
be used as a force for good here at 
home as a source for jobs and across 
the globe as a source of stable energy. 

There is no question that the whole 
shale revolution helped break the fever 
of the Great Recession. Thanks to in-
novation and technological advance-
ment, energy production remained a 
welcome bright spot in our national 
economy, but we aren’t out of the 
woods yet. We all know that. Millions 
of folks, certainly in Michigan and 
across the country, still find them-
selves unemployed, underemployed, or 
facing stagnant paychecks. This bill, 
this legislation, will help accelerate 
their return to full employment. 

At the request of the Department of 
Energy, NERA Economic Consulting 
evaluated the economic impacts of U.S. 
LNG exports. The NERA study showed 
a net positive impact to the United 
States economy and estimated that 
LNG exports would actually reduce the 
average number of unemployed work-
ers by as much as 45,000 people by 2018. 
We will also see tens of thousands of 
additional jobs created in the supply 
chain. I am talking about good-paying 
jobs that will help families achieve a 
better life. 

The bill will also advance our foreign 
policy goals. U.S. LNG exports can pro-
vide our allies with a secure and afford-
able supply of energy and can reduce 
the influence of hostile exporting na-
tions like Russia, which continues to 
threaten Ukraine and, really, all of Eu-
rope’s natural gas supply. Passing this 
bill will send the welcome signal to our 
allies in Eastern Europe that, yes, an 
alternative source of energy is on its 
way. 

The domestic and geopolitical bene-
fits make increasing U.S. LNG exports 
a win-win, but the Department of En-
ergy continues to hold up the process. 

Since 2010, the DOE has only issued a 
final decision on five applications to 
export LNG to countries with which we 
don’t share a free trade agreement. 
This bill would help jump-start approv-
als so that we can start creating jobs 
and sending our surplus gas to those 
countries that need it the most. It 
would give the DOE 30 days to issue a 
decision following the completion of 
the environmental review. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. UPTON. The U.S. is now a global 
energy superpower, and with that 
power, we have a chance to do some 
real good. Saying ‘‘yes’’ to energy is 
good for workers here at home and is 
good for global allies. 

I thank Representative BILL JOHNSON 
for his leadership on this issue, and I 
would hope that everybody would sup-
port this bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Under the current approval process 
for LNG exports, the Department of 
Energy has a tool to protect American 
consumers, and that tool is the public 
interest determination. The DOE has 
the ability to weigh the benefits and 
costs of additional LNG exports, in-
cluding the impact of increased domes-
tic natural gas prices on consumers, 
who use gas to heat and cool their 
homes and to turn on the lights. Rigid 
deadlines, as suggested in this legisla-
tion, could prevent the DOE from con-
ducting a meaningful public interest 
review, and that means that the DOE 
might not be able to ensure that high 
levels of LNG exports do not harm 
American consumers by raising the 
costs of electricity or home heating or 
cooling. 

I think consumers, Mr. Speaker, have 
reason to be concerned. Experts at the 
nonpartisan U.S. Energy Information 
Administration examined this issue, 
and here is what they found: 

In the scenarios with additional gas ex-
ports, consumers will consume less and pay 
more on both their natural gas and elec-
tricity bills. 

Furthermore, the EIA calculated 
that high levels of LNG exports could 
mean increased residential, commer-
cial, and industrial consumer energy 
costs of $7 billion to $14 billion per year 
between 2020 and 2040. 

Make no mistake. American con-
sumers will foot that bill. Recent expe-
rience with gasoline and propane ex-
ports also offers cautionary tales. The 
Midwest and Northeast experienced 
sharp propane price spikes and short-
ages last winter. Significant increases 
in propane exports were a key factor in 
the skyrocketing prices that hurt con-
sumers. 

Just yesterday, the Center for Amer-
ican Progress released an analysis on 
the potential impact of expanded LNG 
exports on consumers. They found 
that, in 2020, residential consumers 

would pay 4.3 percent more for natural 
gas per year, and those in the Mid-
west—in States like Arkansas, Lou-
isiana, and Texas—would be the hard-
est hit by price increases. By 2040, con-
sumers in the mid-Atlantic States 
would pay 10 percent more for natural 
gas per year. 

These figures are not insignificant. 
We need to make sure that LNG ex-
ports do not hurt consumers. Right 
now, the DOE has the ability to do 
that. So, before we disregard any 
meaningful public interest review and 
allow the unrestricted exporting of 
LNG, let’s be sure that our constitu-
ents won’t be left footing the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BABIN). 

Mr. BABIN. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 351, the LNG Permitting Cer-
tainty and Transparency Act. 

America’s energy producers and the 
tens of thousands of Americans they 
employ stand ready to meet the de-
mand for a reliable and secure source 
of natural gas from America and the 
world. 

They have completed their reviews, 
have passed their tests, and are ready 
to get to work, but there is one big 
problem—the Obama administration is 
standing in the way. The President and 
his anti-American energy agenda have 
placed a de facto ban on LNG exports 
by logjamming their requests and 
using bureaucratic red tape to block 
America’s progress. 

This bill breaks the bureaucratic 
gridlock and expedites the approval of 
LNG exports. I have seen firsthand the 
jobs and the opportunities that an LNG 
facility has created for the people of 
east Texas, in my district. Let’s help 
the American worker by approving 
H.R. 351. 

Mr. PALLONE. Again, Mr. Speaker, 
may I ask the time that remains on 
both sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 11 min-
utes remaining, and the gentleman 
from Kentucky has 13 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. TONKO), who is the ranking 
member of our Environment Sub-
committee. 

Mr. TONKO. I thank the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate that 
we are beginning the 114th Congress 
the way we ended the previous one— 
with legislation that is more about 
message than about solving real prob-
lems. 

The message of H.R. 351 is that we 
are interested in elevating the inter-
ests of the oil and gas industry above 
any others. Consumers will not benefit 
from this policy, and manufacturers 
will not benefit from this policy. 
Eliminating the public interest deter-
mination sends that message clearly. 
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In spite of the assertions by its sup-

porters, H.R. 351 won’t do much for our 
allies either, especially those in Europe 
or Ukraine. The bill fixes no problem. 
There is no backlog of applications at 
the Department of Energy. Japan, our 
ally and the world’s largest purchaser 
of LNG, has three importers who 
signed contracts in 2013 with three ap-
proved LNG export facilities, those 
being Freeport, Cameron, and Cove 
Point. 

Because natural gas is such an im-
portant and strategic resource, we 
should, if anything, be questioning the 
administration about the wisdom of 
issuing so many approvals. Why? They 
are relying on assumptions, models, 
and estimates of recoverable domestic 
gas reserves that are very uncertain 
and that have been decreasing as new 
information becomes available. 

Exporters sign these contracts to 
guarantee deliveries for some 10 to 20 
years. I am not willing to risk price 
spikes for consumers, families, and 
small businesses or to risk the benefits 
of lower gas prices for our manufac-
turing sector for a slightly improved 
trade balance. I am unwilling to repeal 
the requirement for a consideration of 
the public interest before more export 
facilities are approved, not for a re-
source that is so strategic and widely 
used. 

H.R. 351 does not fix any real prob-
lems, but it could, indeed, help to cre-
ate some. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
urge the defeat of this bill. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCARTHY), the distin-
guished majority leader. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the President likes to 
talk about infrastructure. In his State 
of the Union Address, he said that 
there is bipartisan support for infra-
structure legislation and that Repub-
licans and Democrats need to ‘‘set our 
sights higher than a single oil pipe-
line.’’ 

We have listened, and we have done 
that. 

After passing a bill to approve Key-
stone, this House passed another bill 
last week to reform the natural gas 
permitting process. Now the House is 
on its third energy infrastructure bill 
with Representative BILL JOHNSON’s 
LNG Permitting Certainty and Trans-
parency Act. I know the President 
doesn’t pay much attention to what 
goes on here on Capitol Hill, but three 
infrastructure bills in 3 weeks is hard 
to miss. 

Here are some other numbers, Mr. 
Speaker, that I think the President 
really should remember: though the 
Department of Energy has received 37 
permits in the past 5 years, it has only 
approved five permits in that time. 
That is one a year. If the President 
cared about infrastructure as much as 
he says, I think he would get his ad-
ministration to process the rest of 
them now. 

Passing this bill would also lead to 
the creation of an estimated 45,000 jobs. 
More permit approvals mean more op-
portunity. More opportunity requires 
more infrastructure. More infrastruc-
ture means more jobs. Delay has be-
come a hallmark of this Presidency, 
but Americans are done delaying job 
creation by ignoring America’s energy 
abundance. 

b 1000 

American energy supports American 
jobs. It supports a strong economy. It 
also gives our friends—like Ukraine, 
our allies—an alternative source of en-
ergy, diluting the power countries like 
Russia and Iran who use their oil to co-
erce and even oppress. 

Mr. Speaker, the President should 
know that here in the House we have 
set our sights very high; but, Mr. 
Speaker, the question is: Will the 
President set his sights higher than his 
veto pen? 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. RUSH). 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, again, I 
wanted to return to the floor because 
the thought occurs to me, as it should 
to all of the American people, that we 
should consider the impact of this bill, 
the impact of LNG exports, and the im-
pact that it would have on U.S. manu-
facturing. 

Mr. Speaker, at the end of the day, 
let us protect, by all means, American 
jobs. Let us protect American manu-
facturing. Cheap domestic natural gas 
prices are providing a big boost and 
competitive advantage to U.S. manu-
facturing. We can all agree on that on 
both sides of the aisle. 

Mr. Speaker, the disagreement oc-
curs when the other side, the Repub-
licans, are asking us in this Congress 
to make a hasty decision that could 
undermine the advantage that we are 
now experiencing in the rapid increase 
in manufacturing. 

This bill runs the risk of reducing 
our competitive advantage that we 
have now in the manufacturing sector. 
It requires DOE to rush its process and 
make final decisions on pending appli-
cations to export a huge quantity of 
LNG. 

If all of the pending applications are 
granted, DOE will authorize the export 
of approximately 38 million cubic feet 
per day of LNG. That is more than half 
of the total U.S. natural gas consump-
tion. It is more than the world’s larg-
est LNG exporter, Qatar, currently 
makes each and every day. 

There is no question, Mr. Speaker, in 
my mind or in the minds of the Amer-
ican people that exports of that mag-
nitude will increase the domestic price 
of natural gas. It just makes common 
sense, and it is what the EIA found 
when it studied the economic impact of 
increased LNG imports. 

Where is your study? How do you an-
swer the conclusions of the EIA when 
it found again that the economic im-
pact of increased influence will in-

crease the domestic price of natural 
gas? What amount of American manu-
facturing? What amount of American 
jobs? Let’s protect American manufac-
turing. Let’s protect American jobs. 

Because this bill truncates DOE’s 
public interest review, the Department 
may not even be able to fully analyze 
the impacts of the very high level of 
LNG exports on American consumers, 
on American jobs, and on American 
manufacturing. 

My friends on the other side—and 
they are indeed my friends—always 
want to talk about American manufac-
turing, how we have to support Amer-
ican manufacturing, how we have to 
raise the level of American manufac-
turing, how we have to increase the 
American manufacturing sector, how 
we have to increase the American man-
ufacturing jobs. This very bill could 
undermine all that sense of goodwill 
and all those pronouncements from the 
other side. 

What about American manufacturing 
and what about American manufac-
turing jobs? Don’t abandon American 
manufacturing. Don’t abandon Amer-
ican manufacturing jobs. Don’t aban-
don the American people. Let’s slow 
this process down. 

All we are doing, Mr. Speaker, is 
jeopardizing American manufacturing 
and American manufacturing jobs. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, as the rank-
ing member of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, I am committed to 
developing sound energy policy, and 
that policy surely includes consider-
ation of the role that natural gas can 
play in our energy mix. 

Our energy picture is changing every 
year. The latest development is low oil 
prices, but we have other developments 
in recent years, including rapidly in-
creasing domestic production of oil and 
natural gas and a welcomed increase in 
wind and solar electricity production. 

We are becoming more efficient, but 
our energy infrastructure is becoming 
outdated. We need to look at the ways 
we produce and use energy, but we also 
need to look at the ways that we move, 
transmit, and store energy. 

We need to innovate in the energy 
space, but we also need to maintain re-
liability and lower energy bills. We 
need to look at all our energy issues 
through the lens of climate change and 
public health. 

Mr. Speaker, I think there are legiti-
mate questions about whether we want 
to send our natural gas to other coun-
tries. That might help our trade bal-
ance, but it would have negative im-
pacts on our domestic manufacturing 
sector. 

I don’t claim that I have all the an-
swers. I know that we looked at some 
of these issues last Congress, but I 
don’t agree that a clear consensus 
emerged. In any event, this is a new 
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Congress with scores of new Members 
who have never looked at this issue be-
fore. 

I think we should take these issues 
back to the Energy and Commerce 
Committee and let the committee and 
its 12 new members do its job. Let us 
look at the facts again as they are 
today, not last year or last Congress. I 
think if we were to do that, we would 
see that even if this legislation was 
once necessary, it isn’t anymore. 

DOE has modernized its process and 
any backlog that once existed isn’t an 
issue at this point. DOE and the admin-
istration have opened the way for LNG 
exports, but I think it continues to be 
necessary for us to assess whether ap-
proving an application for additional 
export is in the public interest because 
becoming the world’s largest exporter 
of natural gas is not something we 
should do lightly, unadvisedly, or with-
out the latest facts. 

This January, we have spent much of 
our time bringing bills from last Con-
gress to the floor and rushing them 
through to the Senate, which is still 
considering the Keystone legislation 
we passed the first week of this year. 

I think we might well have served 
ourselves and the American people bet-
ter by sitting down together in the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee and 
working carefully on an energy policy 
aimed at the future rather than at an 
energy policy aimed at the past. 

I am going to vote ‘‘no’’ on this legis-
lation, and I encourage my colleagues 
to oppose it as well. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

The former speaker, the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois, 
talked a lot about the impact on the 
manufacturing base in America this 
legislation might have. I would like to 
point out that the National Associa-
tion of Manufacturers, which is the 
largest manufacturing association in 
the United States, representing manu-
facturers in every industrial sector in 
all 50 States, in a letter dated yester-
day, urges Members to support H.R. 
351. 

They go on to say that it is impor-
tant to ensure that ‘‘market forces, 
rather than bureaucratic inertia, gov-
ern international trade.’’ That is really 
what this legislation is all about; it is 
about market forces. 

Representatives from countries 
around the world are coming to us and 
asking for this product. We are fortu-
nate in America that we have an abun-
dance of natural gas. In fact, the En-
ergy Information Agency reported 
today that it is so abundant that nat-
ural gas prices have dropped to their 
lowest level since September 2012. 

Earlier, there was an expression of 
concern about increased natural gas 
prices. We understand that prices go up 
and prices go down, but right now, they 
are at their lowest level since Sep-
tember 2012, and when natural gas 

prices go down too low, you see less 
production. That increases prices as 
well. 

We didn’t just wake up one day and 
decide to introduce this legislation. 
Concerned groups involved in this busi-
ness came to Congress and said: We 
need some help. 

When we started having hearings on 
this a year and 2 years ago, the Depart-
ment of Energy started trying to speed 
up the process a little bit, but we are 
not dictating what their decision 
should be on allowing the export to 
non-free trade agreement countries. We 
are just saying: You need to make the 
decision sooner, and we want some 
transparency. That is all this legisla-
tion is about. 

Now, we understand that any time 
you talk in today’s world about export-
ing a fossil fuel, one of the undercur-
rents is climate change, and I would re-
mind everyone that CO2 emissions in 
America are the lowest that they have 
been in 20 years. 

This country does not have to take a 
backseat to any country in the world, 
and so we want the market to play its 
role. This is a good, commonsense 
piece of legislation that will create 
jobs in America, will encourage the ex-
pansion of more natural gas production 
at a time when the world needs it and 
we need it. 

I would urge every Member of this 
House to vote in favor of H.R. 351, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
speak in opposition to H.R. 351, the ‘‘LNG 
Permitting Certainty and Transparency Act.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I am not anti-energy explo-
ration. I am not anti-trade. I am, however 
strongly ‘‘pro-jobs,’’ ‘‘pro-economic growth,’’ 
and ‘‘pro-sustainable environment.’’ 

As a Member of Congress from Houston I 
have always been mindful of the importance 
of, and have strongly advocated for, national 
energy policies that will make our nation en-
ergy independent, preserve and create jobs, 
and keep our nation’s economy strong. 

That is why I carefully consider each energy 
legislative proposal brought to the floor on its 
individual merits and support them when they 
are sound, balanced, fair, and promote the na-
tional interest. 

Where they fall short, I believe in working 
across the aisle to improve them if possible by 
offering constructive amendments. 

Although I believe the nation would benefit 
by increased exports of natural gas, the legis-
lation before contains several provisions that 
are of great concern to me. 

Pursuant to Section 2, subsection (a) of the 
bill, an application for authorization to export 
LNG is ‘‘deemed’’ approved if the Department 
of Energy (DOE) or other federal agencies do 
not approve or deny the application within 30 
days of the conclusion of the site review. 

I have three concerns with this regulatory 
scheme. 

First, as a senior member of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, I have a problem with 
‘‘deeming’’ something done that has not been 
done in fact. 

Thus, the provision is unwise. 
Second, this provision is a remedy in search 

of a problem. There is no lengthy or intoler-

able backlog of neglected natural gas export 
authority applications awaiting action by DOE. 

The provision is unnecessary because DOE 
has to date authorized the export of over 10 
billion cubic feet per day of LNG to non-Free 
Trade Agreement countries. 

Together with exports to FTA countries, this 
level of LNG exports that would transform the 
United States into one of the world’s largest 
exporters. 

Third, the provision is irresponsible because 
it would require DOE and other agencies to 
make decisions based on incomplete informa-
tion or information that may not be available 
within the stringent deadlines, and to deny ap-
plications that otherwise would have been ap-
proved, but for lack of sufficient review time. 

Supporters of this bill argue that it is vital, in 
the face of Russian aggression and restric-
tions, to provide our allies in Europe with addi-
tional exports of LNG. 

However, because actual exports through 
approved terminals are not expected to begin 
until late 2015, this legislation will have no im-
pact on current exports. 

And, limiting the time for review would pre-
vent DOE from properly analyzing the domes-
tic impact that of exporting large amounts of 
LNG. 

The Energy Information Administration (EIA) 
estimates that increased exports could result 
in an increase of as much as 8 percent in do-
mestic LNG prices. 

Given the inherent delicacy involved in as-
sessing the impact of trade authorizations, 
both domestically and abroad, this state of af-
fairs is likely to lead to DOE erring on the side 
of caution and denying applications that may 
otherwise have been approved if it had more 
time and more resources to carry out its re-
sponsibilities. 

For these reasons, I urge all Members to 
oppose the bill before us and urge my col-
leagues to join me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 48, the 
previous question is ordered on the bill. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I 

have a motion to recommit at the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I am opposed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Garamendi moves to recommit the 

bill, H.R. 351, to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce with instructions to report 
the same back to the House forthwith with 
the following amendment: 

At the end of the bill, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 4. PROTECTING OUR NATIONAL SECURITY 

AND CREATING AMERICAN JOBS. 
In reviewing an application for authoriza-

tion to export natural gas under section 3 of 
the Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 717b), the De-
partment of Energy— 

(1) shall deny such application if the nat-
ural gas would be exported to any nation 
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that is a state sponsor of terrorism or other-
wise threatens America’s national security, 
or to any nation or corporation that steals 
America’s military technology or intellec-
tual property through cyber-attacks; and 

(2) shall require, as a condition for ap-
proval of any such authorization, the appli-
cant to ensure that United States-flagged 
and built ships and shipping containers are 
used to export the LNG as such vessels be-
come available for charter. 

Mr. WHITFIELD (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of 
order against the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The Clerk will continue to read. 
The Clerk continued to read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California is recognized for 5 minutes 
in support of his motion. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, this 
final amendment to the bill will not 
kill the bill. Frankly, it will substan-
tially improve it. It won’t send it back 
to committee. If adopted, the bill will 
come to the floor for a vote later this 
morning. 

We have heard a lot of discussion 
here about jobs in the Rules Com-
mittee, and I thank the chair, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, for his interest in this par-
ticular proposal and for the Rules Com-
mittee listening to the debate very 
carefully about how we can signifi-
cantly advance America’s national in-
terest. 

b 1015 

Natural gas is a strategic asset. It 
has allowed us to substantially reduce 
our energy costs in the United States; 
replace, re-power many of our power 
plants; bring down the cost; and, frank-
ly, lead to an increased manufacturing 
sector. 

Shipbuilding is also a strategic na-
tional asset. Our Navy depends upon it. 
However, 107,000 Americans work in the 
shipbuilding industry in our ports and 
ship yards. It is a strategic asset, as 
are the mariners. American mariners 
are also a strategic asset. 

What we are trying to do with this 
amendment is to bring together these 
three strategic assets of America and 
advance the American economy and 
our national security at the same time. 

This amendment would simply re-
quire that if we are going to export liq-
uefied natural gas, a strategic asset, 
then we should do it in a way that ad-
vances our national security and our 
economy by requiring that those ships 
be manned and ‘‘womanned’’ by Amer-
ican mariners, the captains, the engi-
neers, the sailors, that they be Amer-
ican. 

This is a safety issue. Natural gas is 
a very volatile issue, and, under cur-
rent law, when it is imported, it has to 
have American mariners on board. 

Similarly, by requiring that the ships 
be American-built, we will be able to 
employ several hundred thousand new 
men and women in our shipyards. If it 
is about jobs—and we all claim this bill 
is about jobs—then let’s take it an-

other step. Let’s take it another step, 
so that we really rebuild the American 
shipping industry, that we put Amer-
ican mariners to work, that we revi-
talize our shipyards, so that our U.S. 
Navy will be able to have a robust com-
petition for their ships. 

There are 117 shipyards in the United 
States that build ships. None of them, 
yet, build these tankers. They could if 
we pass this amendment. 

Let’s build it in America. Let’s make 
it in America. This is a strategy that is 
employed by India, which has a tender 
out to buy gas from the United States. 
That tender requires that three of the 
ships used to transport that be built in 
India. 

I say let’s build the other seven in 
the United States. They want Amer-
ican natural gas; build the ships in 
America. 

We know that this is a big industry. 
Cheniere needs 100 ships when they 
begin to ship natural gas, LNG, from 
their new terminal in Texas—100 ships. 
Are those American ships? 

No, not without this amendment. 
Those ships will be Chinese ships in 
Chinese shipyards built by Chinese. 

How about America? How about 
building it in America? 

That is what this amendment is 
about. We can all agree that we want 
American jobs. Is there one among the 
435 of us who wants the jobs to be in 
China or Korea or Japan? I don’t think 
so. 

Let’s do it in America. This is an 
American-made amendment. This is an 
amendment for American workers, 
American shipyards. 

This is not going to kill the bill. This 
is going to make this bill into a real 
‘‘Make It In America,’’ a real American 
jobs bill with hundreds of thousands of 
jobs spread throughout this Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, work with us. Make 
this into a real, robust American jobs 
bill. Adopt this amendment. Put aside 
the normal game we play with MTRs, 
which is just kind of a Kabuki dance 
here. 

Let’s do it for the American workers, 
for the American shipyards all across 
this Nation. That is what this is about. 

This is an unexpected opportunity 
that has come about because of our 
great natural gas industry here. Take 
advantage of it. Think about the na-
tional security. Think about our ship-
yards, the U.S. Navy, the mariners. 
Make it in America. Adopt this amend-
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation of the point of order is with-
drawn. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
claim the time in opposition to the mo-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky is recognized 
for 5 minutes in opposition to the mo-
tion. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, first 
of all, I want to thank the gentleman 
from California for offering this mo-
tion to recommit. It has two basic 
parts to it. The first part relates to de-
nying applications of natural gas that 
would be exported to any nation that is 
a state-sponsored terrorist. 

We feel quite confident that, under 
the existing law and under H.R. 351, the 
Department of Energy is not going to 
approve the export of natural gas that 
is going to be in the public interest to 
any terrorist state. 

The second question, which is a very 
important question—and as I said in 
the Rules Committee and say on the 
floor, I am delighted that Mr. 
GARAMENDI has raised this issue about 
U.S.-flagged ships being involved in the 
export. 

As you know, his amendment goes to 
the Jones Act, and the Jones Act, as we 
all know, requires U.S.-flagged ships 
between ports here in the United 
States, but it does not expand to ex-
port and the use in other countries, and 
that raises a much broader issue than 
this very narrow-focused bill. 

I do think that that discussion needs 
to take place at some point in time, 
but, at this time, I am going to re-
spectfully request the Members to re-
ject the motion to recommit. 

I, and others, would look forward to 
talking to Mr. GARAMENDI in more de-
tail about a broader debate on what 
impact expanding the Jones Act would 
have on our international trade. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Speaker 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage of the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 175, nays 
237, not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 49] 

YEAS—175 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Cárdenas 

Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu (CA) 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cuellar 

Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle (PA) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
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Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 

Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—237 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Emmer 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 

Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 

Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—21 

Brady (PA) 
Capuano 
Clay 
Crowley 
DeFazio 
Duckworth 
Engel 

Gutiérrez 
Heck (NV) 
Jones 
Lee 
Lieu (CA) 
Marino 
Meeks 

Neal 
Nunnelee 
Perlmutter 
Roe (TN) 
Rohrabacher 
Slaughter 
Young (AK) 

b 1050 

Mr. ROUZER, Mrs. COMSTOCK, 
Messrs. SENSENBRENNER, MARCH-
ANT, BUCK, CRENSHAW, PALMER, 
JORDAN, HANNA, and NUNES 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WELCH, Mrs. LAWRENCE, 
Messrs. POLIS, TAKAI, JOHNSON of 
Georgia, and TONKO changed their 
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 277, nays 
133, not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 50] 

YEAS—277 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bera 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 

Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Cárdenas 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 

Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Doyle (PA) 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emmer 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 

Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
Kilmer 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larsen (WA) 
Latta 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 

Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Torres 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—133 

Adams 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Capps 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Chu (CA) 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 

Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Higgins 
Honda 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 

Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lewis 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meng 
Moore 
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Moulton 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 

Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—23 

Amodei 
Brady (PA) 
Capuano 
Clay 
Crowley 
DeFazio 
DeSaulnier 
Duckworth 

Engel 
Gutiérrez 
Heck (NV) 
Jones 
Lee 
Lieu (CA) 
Marino 
Meeks 

Neal 
Nunnelee 
Perlmutter 
Roe (TN) 
Rohrabacher 
Slaughter 
Young (AK) 

b 1057 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably detained and missed Roll Call vote 
numbers 49 and 50. Had I been present, I 
would have voted aye on Roll Call vote num-
ber 49, and no on Roll Call vote number 50. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, on January 28, 

2015 I was unable to be present and missed 
the following votes: 

On Roll Call vote 49, on Agreeing to the 
Motion to Recommit With Instructions to H.R. 
351, the LNG Permitting Certainty and Trans-
parency Act, I would have voted AYE. 

On Roll Call vote 50, on Passage of H.R. 
351, the LNG Permitting Certainty and Trans-
parency Act, I would have voted NO. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY, JANU-
ARY 30, 2015; AND ADJOURNMENT 
FROM FRIDAY, JANUARY 30, 2015, 
TO MONDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 2015 

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 2 
p.m. on Friday, January 30, 2015; and 
further, when the House adjourns on 
that day, it adjourn to meet on Mon-
day, February 2, 2015, when it shall 
convene at noon for morning-hour de-
bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
f 

HEALTHCARE.GOV 

(Mrs. BLACK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, more than 
a year after its launch, healthcare.gov 
remains just as flawed as the under-
lying ObamaCare law itself. 

Most recently, we learned that the 
Obama administration was sharing 

users’ personal data with numerous 
third party vendors. When the adminis-
tration was caught with their hand in 
the cookie jar, they quickly scaled 
back, but many unanswered questions 
remain. 

That is why I have led a letter with 
Congressman PAT MEEHAN demanding 
answers regarding healthcare.gov data 
security and privacy policies. While we 
wait for their reply, we have also re-
introduced the Federal Exchange Data 
Breach Notification Act, legislation 
simply requiring that the government 
notify consumers if their personal in-
formation is breached on the health 
care exchanges. 

It defies all logic that this basic re-
quirement isn’t already law. It is time 
that we change that. 

f 

COMMON GROUND TO BE FOUND 
ON TRADE 

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, in the 
State of the Union Address, the Presi-
dent outlined some areas where com-
mon ground can be found to work with 
Congress. One important area is trade. 

I agree with the President that we 
should move forward on trade agree-
ments to create jobs for our workers as 
we expand exports to help our manu-
facturers, our ranchers, and our farm-
ers. With the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
agreement, we will allow American 
companies to sell our goods and serv-
ices in the emerging markets of Asia 
and create jobs here at home. A new 
trade agreement with Europe to help 
streamline and modernize standards 
and regulations will level the playing 
field for American companies. 

Mr. Speaker, 95 percent of the world’s 
consumers live outside of the United 
States, and these trade agreements will 
give us the opportunity to build on the 
success that we already enjoy. In Min-
nesota, 750,000 jobs are directly con-
nected to international trade. It is 
time for the President and the Con-
gress to move forward on a robust 
trade agenda to help create a healthier 
economy. 

f 

CELEBRATING LIFE OF JIM 
NYSTROM 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to celebrate 
the life of Jim Nystrom of Titusville, 
Pennsylvania, who passed away last 
weekend. 

After serving in the military, raising 
a family, and building a successful 
practice as a CPA, Jim still answered 
the call of his community each and 
every time it was raised. Over the 
years, he served as president of the 
school board, as a city council member, 

as mayor of the city of Titusville, and 
on almost every board and organiza-
tion that needed volunteer help to ful-
fill their mission. When local busi-
nesses found themselves in trouble, 
Jim was always there, lending his ad-
vice and expertise that saved countless 
jobs in the process, never with the ex-
pectation of credit or recognition. 

Please join me in celebrating the life 
of Jim Nystrom and in sending the 
sympathy of this institution to Jim’s 
family and to the many friends who 
survive him. 

You will long be remembered, Jim, 
for your drive, your generosity, and for 
a life well lived. 

f 

THANKING SAN DIEGO FIRE DE-
PARTMENT AND CHIEF BRIAN 
FENNESSY 

(Mr. PETERS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to highlight San Diegan Brian 
Fennessy, assistant fire chief of the 
San Diego Fire-Rescue Department, 
who is here in D.C. sharing his exper-
tise fighting wildfires so that commu-
nities across the country can be better 
prepared. 

This morning, Chief Fennessy testi-
fied before the House Transportation 
Committee’s Economic Development 
Subcommittee on ways to speed up dis-
aster recovery and save taxpayer dol-
lars by lessening the harm of disasters. 

In San Diego, we have learned many 
lessons from the numerous firestorms 
of the last decade, including the impor-
tance of increasing preparedness and 
emergency planning, and the need for 
coordination among various levels of 
government. 

As extreme weather becomes more 
prevalent, sharing information from 
local experiences on what does work 
and doesn’t work will only become 
more important. 

So thank you to Chief Fennessy for 
sharing your experience, and I thank 
all of the brave men and women of the 
San Diego Fire Department. 

f 

COMBATING HUMAN TRAFFICKING 

(Mr. POLIQUIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Speaker, those of 
us who have been blessed with children 
in the back of our minds always fear 
for their health and their safety. Maine 
is one of the safest States in America. 
Even so, our families have not been im-
mune to the horror of child kidnap-
ping, rape, and sex trafficking. 

Two years ago, Maine State legis-
lator Amy Volk had the courage to 
lead a very painful public discussion 
about the risk of human trafficking in 
Maine. Her persistence resulted in the 
awareness of this horrific violence 
waged against our children living in 
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Maine and those being brought to our 
State. 

Yesterday, I was proud to stand 
shoulder to shoulder with my Repub-
lican and Democrat colleagues in the 
House to unanimously pass the first of 
a dozen bills to fight the scourge of 
human trafficking in America. 

As parents and as public officials, we 
owe it to our families to help our 
States and our local communities with 
stronger law enforcement and tougher 
criminal penalties for those who prey 
upon our children. 

I ask our colleagues in the Senate to 
now do the same and to help rid this 
land of the unthinkable horrors of 
human trafficking. 

f 

RAISING SHASTA DAM 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
brought up a possible concern on salm-
on habitat on a water storage project 
in California. This would be above 
Shasta Dam. There is a proposal to 
possibly raise the dam. 

But what really gets me is that the 
concern more is about a fictional prob-
lem with salmon habitat that really 
doesn’t exist above a possible raise of 
the dam, and not much more attention 
focused on what the effects would be on 
the people that live around the lake 
and the need they would have for infra-
structure, their resorts, marinas, the 
things that they do there. 

So it is really disconcerting that U.S. 
Fish & Wildlife is creating a fictional 
problem on an environmental side and 
not looking at the human impact of 
what a possible raise—it may be a good 
thing; it may be not a good thing—the 
raise of Shasta Dam could be. I implore 
them to take a look at what the needs 
are of the people around that lake. 

f 

COMBATING TERRORISM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
CLAWSON). 

NO NUCLEAR IRAN 

Mr. CLAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mr. GOHMERT for yielding to me. 

Already a grave and growing existen-
tial threat to Israel, a nuclear armed 
Iran would be a colossal, horrific game 
changer. It would launch a nuclear 
arms race in what is already the 
world’s most dangerous neighborhood. 
We all know that this must not be al-
lowed to happen. 

The Islamic Republic of Iran’s nu-
clear ambitions are made more dire 
when considering that they are the 

world’s most dangerous state supporter 
of Islamic extremist terrorism, with a 
destabilizing presence in Lebanon, in 
Syria, and in Iraq. And Iran’s financial 
and military support for the Houthi 
rebels in Yemen has led to the collapse 
of the Hadi government. 

Thus, Iran today exerts major influ-
ence, not just in rebel territories, but 
in four Middle East capitals—Beirut, 
Baghdad, Damascus and Sana’a. 

The crisis in Yemen threatens to 
launch yet another civil war in the re-
gion, and this severely handcuffs U.S. 
counterterrorism operations against 
AQAP. Islamists in Iran and elsewhere 
repeatedly threaten to slaughter all 
standing in their way—with their ulti-
mate targets being Israel and the 
United States—us, their great Satan. 
They must never be allowed nuclear 
weapons capabilities. Does anyone real-
ly doubt whether they would use these 
capabilities someday? Well, there must 
be some reason why Iran is developing 
ICBMs. 

Last week, Iran’s Channel 2 broad-
cast satellite imagery showing recently 
constructed missile-related sites. 
Those sites included a launch pad capa-
ble of firing an ICBM, and on that 
launch pad was a never-seen-before 
missile measuring 27 meters in length. 
While we negotiate, the Iran story gets 
worse. 

We have been extending deadlines 
and softening sanctions on Iran, while 
they fail to meet their end of the bar-
gain. 

b 1115 

It is bizarre to me that we are debat-
ing with the Iranians the numbers of 
their centrifuges but leaving off the 
table their support for terrorism, their 
ICBMs, and their continued human 
rights violations. 

Is it the right thing to do to sit 
across the table, remain silent about 
the costs we and our allies have paid 
and are paying because of their finan-
cial and military support of our en-
emies? Does this make sense? 
Shouldn’t we insist on adding to the 
agenda Iran’s destabilizing actions in 
the region and also their ICBM pro-
gram that puts us all at risk? 

Merely delaying some of the poten-
tial horror for a decade or so is not a 
good option in my view. A bad deal 
where we declare victory by kicking 
this can down the road is far worse 
than no deal at all. 

Iran now threatens to end nuclear 
talks if Congress increases sanctions 
against their regime. I say we must 
never yield to threats from Iran or any 
other nation. 

We must stand strong, continue sanc-
tions, and even strengthen them until 
Iran gets the message. I believe that 
strengthening sanctions will get us a 
better deal. Leverage produces a better 
deal. 

We must remain unwavering in our 
support for Israel. We must listen care-
fully to the concerns of Prime Minister 
Netanyahu on this subject. I hope we 

unite with our Arab partners and do all 
that is possible to prevent Iran from 
going nuclear. 

We must lead the civilized world in 
this crucial mission. I think this is our 
destiny. 

We urge President Obama to join 
with Congress in this resolve. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, there is 
a great deal going on, and I think the 
first thing that needs to be addressed is 
the 70th anniversary of something that 
should never have happened in civilized 
society. This is the 70th anniversary of 
the liberation of Auschwitz death 
camp. 

As a schoolboy growing up in east 
Texas, later attending Texas A&M, and 
especially in my time, my 4 years in 
the United States Army, as we dis-
cussed and looked at World War II, 
things that had occurred then—I was a 
history major and was with the Army 
for 4 years and majored in history. 

It was just always amazing. How 
could people who said they were civ-
ilized kill 6 million of any race, gender, 
national origin? How could that hap-
pen? 

But it did happen. On learning that 
Eisenhower required people from the 
surrounding villages to be brought in 
to help clean up concentration camps, 
death camps—as I understood the rea-
son—was so no one could ever deny 
that the death camps occurred. 

I thought that seemed ridiculous. 
How could anybody deny the Holo-
caust? There aren’t all that many sur-
vivors, but there are enough, and the 
evidence is there, and it clearly hap-
pened. But just as Hitler showed, if any 
lie is told often enough, people begin to 
believe it, especially if it is even print-
ed. 

Here is something that was in print 
yesterday from a man named Martin 
Greenfield from foxnews.com, and 
these are Martin Greenfield’s words. 
Mr. Greenfield said: 

Seventy years ago, I was in a Nazi con-
centration camp. Since then, I have seen ty-
rants and dictators enter and exit the global 
stage; yet as the world prepares to mark the 
70th anniversary of the Auschwitz liberation, 
it is perhaps well and right that we reflect 
on how the Holocaust shocked the moral 
imagination on a scale the world could 
scarcely fathom. 

Why ponder such things? Because for far 
too many, the Holocaust remains a mystery. 
A major poll taken last year of 53,000 people 
found that just 54 percent had ever heard of 
the Holocaust. Knowledge of Auschwitz is 
likely even more limited, particularly 
among young people. Past surveys have 
shown that nearly half of Britons had never 
heard of Auschwitz. Some schoolchildren 
even thought Auschwitz was a type of beer. 

Here at home in America, a debate erupted 
last year when a teenager posted a smiling 
selfie at Auschwitz. Whatever your opinion 
on the appropriateness of her actions, I was 
at least pleased to be reminded that some 
young Americans still visit the Nazi con-
centration camp to learn history up close. 

I, too, visited Auschwitz as a teenager. In 
1944, my family and I stood in line before Dr. 
Josef Mengele—the Nazi physician known as 
the ‘‘Angel of Death’’—as my mother, grand-
parents, two sisters, and baby brother were 
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all sent to the left to be burned in Hitler’s 
ovens. My father and I were sent to the 
right. 

The first night inside Auschwitz, my father 
said we must separate because, together, we 
would suffer double. 

He quoted his father, ‘‘On your own, 
you will survive,’’ his father told him. 
‘‘You are young and strong, and I know 
you will survive. If you survive by 
yourself, you must honor us by living, 
by not feeling sorry for us. This is what 
you must do.’’ 

That was the last time I ever saw my fa-
ther. I am grateful for my father’s words of 
grace and guidance. They echo in my heart 
even still. It is a cruel thing, feeling guilty 
for surviving, but my father erased any fu-
ture guilt and replaced it with purpose. It 
was a gift only a father’s wisdom could give. 
It gave me a reason to go forward, a reason 
to be. It does still. 

Part of heeding my father’s words involved 
replacing the horrors of my Holocaust past 
with a life spent creating beauty in the form 
of hand-tailored suits for U.S. Presidents, 
Hollywood films, and the world’s most influ-
ential men. 

In fact, my first sewing lesson took place 
in the Auschwitz concentration camp laun-
dry when I accidentally ripped the collar of 
a Nazi soldier’s shirt. A guard beat me before 
a kind, older inmate taught me how to sew 
a simple stitch to repair the torn shirt. It 
was hardly the ideal tailoring apprentice-
ship, but it was my first lesson in the skill 
that became my livelihood. 

But at 86, another part of honoring my fa-
ther’s wishes requires being a voice for the 
voiceless. Indeed, as parents, educators, and 
citizens, we must all do our part to help en-
sure that ‘‘Never Forget’’ remains much 
more than a threadbare catchphrase that 
gathers dust and loses meaning with each 
passing year. 

For example, many people are surprised to 
learn that Auschwitz was actually a complex 
comprised of three main camps and dozens of 
satellites. The United States Holocaust Me-
morial Museum’s statistics estimate that be-
tween 1940 and 1945, at least 1.1 million Jews 
and 200,000 of Hitler’s undesirables were sent 
to the Auschwitz complex. Of those, 1.1 mil-
lion were murdered. 

As I have noted elsewhere, that number 
would have been far greater were it not for 
the courage of the American soldiers, sailors, 
airmen, and marines who traveled around 
the world to defeat a moral darkness that 
consumed at least 6 million Jewish souls. 

That is a lesson worthy of remembrance. 
The 70th anniversary of the liberation marks 
that moment when freedom conquered barba-
rism through sureness of virtue and strength 
of will. Sadly, as recent events reveal, that 
remains a lesson humanity must learn and 
relearn from generation to generation. 

The word ‘‘Holocaust’’ means sacrifice by 
fire. May the memory of the millions who 
were engulfed in the flames like my family 
never be forgotten. 

That is Martin Greenfield, 70 years 
after being liberated from Auschwitz 
death camp. 

There is another article from CBC 
News. Aleksandra Sagan includes this 
regarding Mordechai Ronen, 82, born 
with the family name Markovits. He 
would be making a second visit to 
Auschwitz for the commemoration 
ceremonies. 

At nearly 12, Ronen saw Auschwitz for the 
first time as a prisoner after soldiers forced 
all the Jews in his Hungarian town into a 
ghetto and, 2 weeks later, shipped them in 
cattle cars to the camp. 

Dr. Josef Mengele, the Nazis’ Angel of 
Death, sent Ronen’s mother and two sisters 
to the gas chambers on arrival. Young Ronen 
made a lifesaving decision when he held on 
to his father’s hand and joined the line of 
men. 

He spent about 2 weeks at Auschwitz, 
where he witnessed soldiers using an infant 
for target practice and slept on piles of 
corpses to avoid selection for the gas cham-
ber. 

He and his father were moved to a nearby 
labor camp where the brutality continued. 
One day, his father told Ronen he could no 
longer get up to work for the cement bri-
gade. Ronen last saw his father as soldiers 
took him away. It is the only day he remem-
bers crying and the day he decided to sur-
vive. 

Ronen was liberated from a third camp, 
Gunskirchen, and remembers walking to a 
nearby town, knocking on a resident’s door 
and asking if he could take a shower. 

Ronen, who prefers to be called a 
‘‘victorer’’ rather than a survivor, first re-
turned to Auschwitz in 1999, when he guided 
then-Prime Minister Jean Chretien around 
the grounds. 

It is important to Ronen to show the world 
he is alive and to share the history of the 
Holocaust. 

‘‘Maybe the world will realize what we 
went through, and it will be the end, and we 
are going to have peace and quiet in the 
world,’’ he explains. 

Unfortunately, it is not the end of 
horrors. Tragically, Christians now are 
being killed, persecuted, and tortured 
in greater numbers than ever in the 
history of the world. 

b 1130 

Anti-Semitism, hatred against Jews, 
is growing like I couldn’t have imag-
ined. In college, when I studied in his-
tory, I couldn’t have imagined the kind 
of anti-Jewish hatred, the kind of anti- 
Semitism that would be growing as it 
has, and the United States of America 
would be doing precious little about it 
instead of standing up for the Jewish 
people and calling out anti-Semitism 
where it exists and where it grows and 
proliferates, as it does in the United 
Nations, for example, as it has in Eu-
rope, as it has in England, as it has 
right here in America. 

It is unconscionable that at a time in 
world history when the United States 
is said to be the true superpower of the 
world—even as that power has been 
seen as diminishing by people around 
the world, as polling indicates around 
the world, but still to be seen as the 
great superpower—as anti-Jewish ha-
tred grows and we do precious little 
about it, and even at times stoke those 
flames, even in our universities, who 
are so proud of accepting massive 
amounts of money from people who are 
part of organizations that hate Jews 
and fund such courses or seminars on 
things like Islamophobia, not a liber-
ated mental process of recognizing 
anti-Semitism, recognizing Jewish ha-
tred—no, stoking those flames against 
the Jewish people. It is unbelievable 
that it is happening here in America as 
well. 

And it is even more unbelievable that 
it is happening among what some 
would refer to as the intelligentsia, 

those who are supposed to be more en-
lightened than the rest of a nation, 
who see things as they truly are. And 
yet, in America, some of those sup-
posed enlightened intelligentsia are 
growing to be some of the most anti- 
Semitic people in the country. 

How did all this happen? Money for 
one thing, political power for another. 
But it has to stop. Money and initially 
power in Nazi Germany stoked the 
flames of anti-Jewish hatred. But there 
is anti-Christian hatred growing as 
well. Radical Islam has proliferated 
around the world. Violent radical Islam 
has grown. They aren’t junior varsi-
ties. These are literal cutthroats who 
have to be stopped. 

It is not enough for the United States 
administration to beg radical 
Islamists, Jew- and Christian-hating 
leaders to sit at the table or offer to let 
their murderers go free if they will just 
sit down and visit with us, reminiscent 
of what Jimmy Carter wanted to do 
after an act of war was committed 
against our Embassy, and in the 36 
years that have followed, what ap-
peared to radical Islamists as a weak, 
paper tiger, toothless America did 
nothing but beg to sit down and talk 
and try to encourage Iran to let our 
prisoners go. It was not until Ronald 
Reagan took office they were released. 
They never wanted to fight the United 
States superpower. 

That has been changed over the 
years. Since ’79, when they committed 
an act of war, attacked our Embassy, 
around the world people have been 
shown: Oh, you can do that against the 
United States and get away with it. 
The good thing is they may end up 
leaving your country and then they 
may offer to give you money. They 
may offer to release murderers from 
prison so they can come back and help 
kill more Americans. You know, they 
are not very smart over there in the 
United States. That has been going on 
since 1979. 

It is tragic when we encourage rad-
ical Islamist holocausts, which is what 
they would like to do, they said they 
were going to do, by letting the mur-
derers go. How could this administra-
tion for months now think that Yemen 
was a great example of moderate Islam 
working out? I have known since a con-
stituent months ago was in jeopardy, 
and we were able to get special ops peo-
ple to help get them out. 

According to them, the Embassy was 
attacked many months ago. Back at 
the time Embassy personnel officially 
said: ‘‘No, it was a nearby attack, but 
it wasn’t us.’’ When the Iranian-backed 
Houthis, the radical Islamists in 
Yemen, were taking over the capital 
and taking over the country—and in-
stead of standing up firmly against 
them and protecting our American in-
terests we were releasing murderers, 
radical Islamic murderers—we were 
talking about how wonderful things 
were in Yemen. That is exactly how 
the kind of anti-Jewish, anti-Christian 
sentiment could grow to the point of 
having a holocaust. 
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It is literally breathtaking for an ad-

ministration not to understand that 
while it is trying to placate radical Is-
lamic leaders in Iran and telling them: 
‘‘We just want to talk. As long as you 
will keep talking to us, we will keep 
Israel from protecting themselves to 
their own detriment. Just keep talking 
to us and you keep those centrifuges 
spinning, that is fine with us.’’ 

Now we know, we have been in-
formed, that the administration has 
taken complete dismantlement of the 
centrifuges and their equipment to 
help them create nuclear weapons off 
the table. It is not even something 
they are demanding anymore. In other 
words, the word is out that this admin-
istration is apparently okay with Iran 
getting nukes but just would prefer 
that it wait until after this President 
leaves office. It doesn’t matter when a 
President leaves office. If an adminis-
tration gives bloodthirsty zealots the 
ability to create a holocaust, history 
does not forgive them simply because 
they had already left office when the 
holocaust actually started. 

Nigeria doesn’t need us to send 
troops to stop the radical Islamists 
there, but they need help. Boko Haram 
continues to kill, rape, torture. There 
it is about going after Christians. The 
small-scale holocausts that Boko 
Haram is creating don’t get so much as 
a whimper these days from this admin-
istration. They may say a few words, 
but they are hollow and they do not af-
fect Boko Haram as they continue to 
be emboldened. 

Just like when the IRS was caught 
redhanded being weaponized and used 
as a Democratic political tool, which 
appears to have violated criminal law— 
yes, we have had hearings, but we 
haven’t held them accountable. And, 
therefore, it seems to have encouraged 
even more impropriety by people with-
in the IRS. 

When people get caught in impro-
priety and don’t pay a cost, then you 
see what we are seeing in Nigeria, you 
see what we are seeing in Afghanistan, 
in Pakistan, in Syria, in Iran, in Iraq, 
and in Libya. 

Oh, I know the President, his admin-
istration, bragged about the Arab 
Spring and about taking out Qadhafi, 
who had become an ally after he gave 
up any efforts for nuclear weapons, 
completely opened his defenses to the 
United States. This administration and 
the prior administration had agree-
ments with Qadhafi. But this adminis-
tration never lets agreements get in 
the way of helping radical Islamists. 

Because this administration did help 
radical Islam turn Libya into a smok-
ing country where people die, where 
our own people were not protected, be-
cause of the fantasy of those who 
thought that somehow the name, the 
United States, would be adequate to 
keep Chris Stevens and the other 
Americans safe in Benghazi. We didn’t 
need to give them added security like 
they asked for, we didn’t even need to 
respond when Chris Stevens called and 

said they were under attack—never 
said anything about a video because it 
was not. 

But that smokescreen worked. The 
President got reelected. He didn’t have 
to account for that before the election, 
still hasn’t had to account for where he 
was and why help was not forthcoming. 

I mean, even after 20 hours this ad-
ministration that had planes—we know 
for sure within 31⁄2 hours—after 20 
hours they get a private plane there, 
that is it. David Ubben, with most of 
his leg, right leg, blown off, no pain-
killers, no morphine, they don’t have a 
C–130 that they land to take him up in 
on a gurney. They get a private plane 
from somebody who wasn’t even Amer-
ican, and they have to knock David up 
against the door, turning the gurney 
every which way trying to get him in, 
without painkillers, causing more pain, 
more suffering, because this adminis-
tration, apparently they were thinking 
that if they sent more help than just a 
private plane like that, a military 
plane, if that were sent, it might look 
like Libya were not the wonderful 
country that this administration 
helped create by bombing Qadhafi out 
of existence. 

And, yes, it was not, it is true, it was 
not a U.S. bomb that took Qadhafi out. 
But our bombs put him on the run, our 
bombs stopped his caravan. Our Presi-
dent wouldn’t respond for 3 days after 
Qadhafi offered to leave in exile and 
avoid any bloodshed before it all start-
ed. This administration didn’t respond. 
Obviously, they were okay with having 
bloodshed and Qadhafi being wiped out. 
So they got what they were hoping for, 
obviously. 

b 1145 
But what do we have now? 
We have a country in Libya that is in 

absolute turmoil. By the way, because 
Libya is in turmoil due to this admin-
istration, they are helping turn Egypt 
into as much turmoil as they can. 
Thank God for President el-Sisi. In 
having met with him on more than one 
occasion, I was impressed by the man. 
Before he was President, he asked that 
we bring back a message to this admin-
istration since this administration— 
this President—froze the helicopters 
that were being sent, the Apaches. The 
question was: Does this administra-
tion—does this President—not under-
stand that we use the Apache heli-
copters to keep the Suez Canal open? 

Although there were some that 
bought Morsi’s lies that he was 
deweaponizing the Sinai—supposedly 
to diminish the threat to Israel from 
the Sinai—and after Morsi was re-
moved for his unconstitutional actions, 
not in a coup but in an uprising, which 
was a peaceful revolution by reportedly 
over 30 million of their 90 million peo-
ple, they found that the Sinai had been 
dramatically weaponized and had been 
contributing weapons equipment to 
Gaza to help threaten and cause terror 
to Israel. 

Once again, whether it is the Sinai, 
Gaza, northern Israel that was given to 

Lebanon, it seems going back to the 
very inception of Israel—back when 
Israel was first brought, according to 
the Bible, into the Promised Land—we 
know of Canaan. The Canaanites no 
longer exist, so other people claim it 
who are not Canaanites. Actually, the 
Israelis had claim to it after the Ca-
naanites. Others who occupied the land 
back over 3,000 years ago don’t exist. 
This land, according to the Bible, was 
given to the children of Israel. It seems 
to be true that there has never been a 
time when Israel gave away land when 
trying to buy peace that that land that 
they gave away was not used as a stag-
ing area from which to attack it. 

Gaza, what a noble thing to do by the 
Israelis. They took an area that was 
prosperous, self-sustaining, with green-
houses growing vegetables that would 
feed the people who lived there. An 
amazing place was the Gaza Strip. 
Then some noble Israeli leaders 
thought, Do you know what? It is not 
required. We are getting absolutely 
nothing in return, but we are going to 
do the unilateral act that will be so 
noble, that will be so full of grace that 
the world, even those who don’t like 
us, will go, Wow. Those Israelis, they 
are okay. They are nice folks. 

Look, they didn’t get anything in re-
turn; yet they still gave away the Gaza 
Strip. What a wonderful group of peo-
ple. I mean, that just doesn’t happen. 
The United States never gave back its 
land to England or to Spain or to 
France or to other countries that ini-
tially had claims here. Other countries 
don’t do that, but Israel did. They gave 
away the Gaza Strip. Previous to that, 
they had given away what northern 
Israel now calls southern Lebanon. 
Southern Lebanon, people will recall, 
has been the site of attacks on 
Israelis—war. 

So how was this grace, this benefi-
cence of Israel’s giving the Gaza Strip 
to the Palestinians, rewarded? It has 
been rewarded by their giving back to 
Israel thousands upon thousands upon 
thousands of rockets. Some kill. All 
terrorize. All cost money to Israel. 

The most important problem they 
have created is the threat to life, the 
threat to their existence; and we still 
have people in this country who say, 
Well, if you just keep giving away land, 
eventually, they will be satisfied, when 
the very materials that are being pro-
moted by the people this administra-
tion supports among the Islamists— 
they made very clear the reason we 
name holidays, streets, areas, parks 
after suicide bombers who kill inno-
cent children, women, men is that we, 
ultimately, are going to destroy Israel 
and wipe it off the map. We hate Jews 
that much; and this administration 
thinks, somehow, they will bring rad-
ical Islam around to really being this 
group of peace. 

Now, there is a document that was an 
exhibit in the United States v. the 
Holy Land Foundation in which there 
were many individuals and groups 
named as coconspirators. They were 
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not indicted, but they were named as 
coconspirators. It includes the Council 
on American-Islamic Relations, CAIR, 
which has a nice office building just up 
the street here, and the Islamic Soci-
ety of North America, ISNA, the leader 
of which is Imam Magid, who goes to 
the White House, who goes to the State 
Department, who advises the President 
and let’s him know when somebody is 
criticizing Islam, so the administration 
steps in and goes after him. 

In this exhibit from the Holy Land 
Foundation trial—it was the biggest 
funding of terrorism case ever in U.S. 
history, and people who were involved 
originally had indicated the goal was 
to convict these first five, to name all 
of these coconspirators, and if we get 
convictions of those first five, like we 
think we should, then we proceed and 
go after the remainder. They were con-
victed in late 2008. President Obama 
took office a month or two later, and 
this administration would under no cir-
cumstances go after these people who 
had been alleged in the documents of 
funding radical Islamic terrorism even 
after the U.S. District Court in Dallas 
and the U.S. Fifth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals in New Orleans confirmed that 
there was plenty of evidence to support 
that someone like ISNA or CAIR was a 
legitimate coconspirator named in the 
indictment and that their names would 
not be removed. 

I have asked for years now of the 
Justice Department to make available 
the documents that were provided to 
the convicted terrorists—those funding 
terrorism or terrorists—and this ad-
ministration now, for years, has drug 
their feet and has refused to provide all 
of the documents that were provided to 
the terrorists. 

On one occasion, the Attorney Gen-
eral basically said there are issues here 
of privilege, and my point was—and 
is—you gave them to the terrorists; 
surely, you can give them to Members 
of Congress. But the answer is, no, they 
can’t. They are going to keep obfus-
cating. They don’t want us to see all of 
the documents that they had in their 
possession that they gave to the terror-
ists. I have a feeling, if we saw all of 
the documents, it would be very, very 
clear in the purging that this adminis-
tration has done of our training mate-
rials of the FBI’s, of the intelligence 
agency’s, of the State Department’s, 
and the Justice Department’s that, if 
there is anything that might bother a 
radical Islamist who wants to kill us, 
then it has to be removed. They re-
moved it. 

In the document from a 1991 meeting, 
in what is called an ‘‘Explanatory 
Memorandum,’’ it spells out their 
goals. It was written in 1991 by a mem-
ber of the board of directors of the 
Muslim Brotherhood in North America 
and by a senior Hamas leader named 
Mohamed Akram. It had been approved 
by the Muslim Brotherhood’s Shura 
Council and Organizational Conference, 
and it was meant for internal review by 
the Muslim Brotherhood leadership in 

Egypt. It was not intended for public 
consumption. These are the words from 
the introduction that is part of this 
document from the Center for Security 
Policy. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to quote from 
the document, itself, prepared by the 
Muslim Brotherhood in 1991, setting 
their goals for America: 

One: The Memorandum is Derived from: 
One, the general strategic goal of the 

group in America, which was approved by 
the Shura Council and the Organizational 
Conference for the year 1987, is: ‘‘Enablement 
of Islam in North America, meaning: estab-
lishing an effective and stable Islamic move-
ment led by the Muslim Brotherhood which 
adopts Muslims’ causes domestically and 
globally and which works to expand the ob-
servant Muslim base; aims at unifying and 
directing Muslims’ efforts; presents Islam as 
a civilization alternative; and supports the 
global Islamic state—if that name sounds fa-
miliar—wherever it is.’’ 

Two, the priority that is approved by the 
Shura Council for the work of the group in 
its current and former session, which is ‘‘set-
tlement.’’ 

Skipping down to ‘‘Two: An Introduc-
tion to the Explanatory Memo-
randum,’’ it says: 

The question we are facing is: ‘‘How do you 
like to see the Islam movement in North 
America in 10 years?’’ or ‘‘taking along’’ the 
following sentence when planning and work-
ing ‘‘Islamic Work in North America in the 
year 2000: A strategic vision.’’ 

It goes on: 
Also, we must summon and take along ele-

ments of the general strategic goal of the 
group in North America. 

For those large numbers of people in 
college who may not realize, North 
America is where we live. 

The document says: 
I will intentionally repeat them in num-

bers. They are: 
One, establishing an effective and stable Is-

lamic movement led by the Muslim Brother-
hood. 

Two, adopting Muslims’ causes domesti-
cally and globally. 

Three, expanding the observant Muslim 
base. 

Four, unifying and directing Muslim ef-
forts. 

Five, presenting Islam as a civilization al-
ternative. 

Six, supporting the establishment of the 
global Islamic state, wherever it is. 

b 1200 

The document says: 
It must be stressed that it has become 

clear and emphatically known that all is in 
agreement that we must ‘‘settle’’ or ‘‘en-
able’’ Islam and its movement in this part of 
the world. 

Three: The Concept of Settlement: 
The term was mentioned in the group’s 

‘‘dictionary’’ and documents with various 
meanings in spite of the fact that everyone 
meant one thing with it. We believe that the 
understanding of the essence is the same, 
and we will attempt here to give the word 
and its ‘‘meanings’’ a practical explanation 
with a practical movement tone and not a 
philosophical linguistic explanation, while 
stressing that this explanation of ours is not 
complete until our explanation of ‘‘the proc-
ess’’ of settlement itself is understood which 
is mentioned in the following paragraph. We 
briefly say the following: 

Settlement: ‘‘That Islam and its movement 
become a part of the homeland it lives in.’’ 

Establishment: ‘‘That Islam turns into 
firmly rooted organizations on whose bases 
civilization, structure, and testimony are 
built.’’ 

Further down, it goes on, ‘‘That 
Islam is stable in the land.’’ 

Rooting: ‘‘That Islam is resident and not a 
passing thing or rooted ‘entrenched’ in the 
soil of the spot where it moves and not a 
strange plant to it.’’ 

Four: The Process of Settlement: 
In order for Islam and its movement to be-

come ‘‘a part of the homeland’’ in which it 
lives— 

Talking about North America. 
—‘‘stable’’ in its land, ‘‘rooted’’ in the spir-

its and minds of its people, ‘‘enabled’’ in the 
life of its society and has firmly established 
‘‘organizations’’ on which the Islamic struc-
ture is built and with which the testimony of 
civilization is achieved, the movement must 
plan and struggle to obtain ‘‘the keys’’ and 
the tools of this process in carrying out this 
grand mission as a ‘‘civilization jihadist’’ re-
sponsibility which lies on the shoulders of 
Muslims and—on top of them—the Muslim 
Brotherhood in this country. 

Talking about here in the United 
States, North America. 

‘‘Among these keys and tools are the 
following.’’ It goes on to talk about the 
settlement concept and the funda-
mental shift toward settlement of this 
country. 

Number four: 
Understanding the Role of the Muslim 

Brother in North America: 
The process of settlement is a ‘‘civilization 

jihadist process,’’ with all the word means. 

Anyway, it goes on. 
Another place here, it says: 
There is a conviction—with which this 

memorandum disagrees—that our focus in 
attempting to settle Islam in this country 
will lead to negligence in our duty towards 
the global Islamic movement in supporting 
its project to establish the state. 

We believe that the reply is in two seg-
ments. One, the success of the movement in 
America— 

Talking about the United States of 
America. 

One, the success of the movement in Amer-
ica in establishing an observant Islamic base 
with power and effectiveness will be the best 
support and aid to the global movement 
project. 

And the second is the global movement has 
not succeeded yet in ‘‘distributing roles’’ to 
its branches, stating what is the needed from 
them as one of the participants or contribu-
tors to the project to establish the global Is-
lamic state. The day this happens, the chil-
dren of the American Ikhwani branch will 
have far-reaching impact and positions that 
make the ancestors proud. 

It is a great document goal for tak-
ing over the United States, which 
brings another story to the surface. It 
is from Bob Price from breitbart.com. 
‘‘Islamic Tribunal Confirmed in Texas; 
Attorney Claims ’It’s Voluntary,’’’ and 
it talks about the new Islamic tribunal 
in Texas that has been confirmed now 
by Breitbart Texas. 

The tribunal is operating as a non-
profit organization in Dallas. Because 
when you understand the goals, if there 
is a major defeat or a major success, 
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Muslim Brotherhood requires a mosque 
be built there and a presence there. 

Naturally, they would want one at 
Ground Zero in New York; further, 
they would want a mosque and a strong 
presence in Dallas which was, they be-
lieve, the place of their big defeat when 
the Holy Land Foundation principals 
were convicted and sent to prison. 

I did want to point out, as we finish 
up here today, that the President was 
giving an excellent speech in India 
about the importance of stopping the 
global war on women. He didn’t call it 
that. He only calls it that for Repub-
licans, but there is a war on women, 
and it is not by Republicans. It is rad-
ical Islam and even some moderate 
Islamists. 

He is giving this talk about the im-
portance of recognizing the importance 
and the equality of women—or some of 
us might say they are more equal than 
we are—but as he was doing that, this 
picture was on Saudi television. 

We have our United States President 
depicted here, and this is the First 
Lady of the United States of America 
being blurred out by this country’s al-
lies because she wasn’t covered. 
Michelle Obama should never need to 
be covered if she doesn’t want to be; 
yet at the very time our President is 
talking about equality of women, he 
fails to notice that people that he con-
siders allies are treating his own wife 
like this. 

Mr. Speaker, it is critical that we 
stand up against radical Islam or any 
Islam that wants a settlement civiliza-
tion jihad in America. Anything and 
anybody who disagrees with the United 
States Constitution and wants to de-
stroy it, tear it down, is an enemy to 
the United States and needs to be rec-
ognized as such and not welcomed with 
open arms at the State Department 
and the White House. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. DEFAZIO (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of illness. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Friday, January 
30, 2015, at 2 p.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

235. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Civil Rights, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 

Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Age in 
Programs or Activities Receiving Federal Fi-
nancial Assistance From the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture (RIN: 0503-AA57) re-
ceived January 14, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

236. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s sixth interim and final report on a 
national study of credit report accuracy, en-
titled ‘‘Report to Congress Under Section 319 
of the Fair and Accurate Credit Transactions 
Act of 2003 (January 2015)’’; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

237. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final regulations — Direct Grant Pro-
grams and Definitions that Apply to Depart-
ment Regulations [Docket ID: ED-2014-OII- 
0116] (RIN: 1855-AA10) received January 15, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

238. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Standards, Regulations, and Variances, Mine 
Safety and Health Administration, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Proximity Detection 
Systems for Continuous Mining Machines in 
Underground Coal Mines [Docket No. MSHA- 
2010-0001] (RIN: 1219-AB65) received January 
15, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

239. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
direct final rule — Approval and Promulga-
tion of Air Quality Implementation Plans; 
State of Colorado; Second Ten-Year PM10 
Maintenance Plan for Steamboat Springs 
[EPA-R08-OAR-2013-0814; FRL-9921-54-Region 
8] received January 16, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

240. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Virginia; 
Revisions to the State Implementation Plan 
Approved by EPA through Letter Notice Ac-
tions [EPA-R03-OAR-2014-0494; FRL-9921-71- 
Region 3] received January 16, 2015, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

241. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
withdrawal of direct final rule — Approval 
and Promulgation of Implementation Plans; 
North Carolina; Inspection and Maintenance 
Program Updates [EPA-R04-OAR-2013-0772; 
FRL-9921-83-Region 4] received January 16, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

242. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Oregon: Interstate 
Transport of Fine Particulate Matter [EPA- 
R10-OAR-2011-0446; FRL-9921-69-Region 10] re-
ceived January 16, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

243. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
direct final rule — Approval and Promulga-
tion of Implementation Plans; State of New 
Mexico; Revisions to the State Implementa-
tion Plan; General Definitions [EPA-R06- 
OAR-2011-0033; FRL-9921-79-Region 6] re-
ceived January 16, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

244. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-

tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Flupyradifurone; Pesticide Tol-
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0226; FRL-9914-77] 
received January 16, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

245. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Fosetyl-Al; Pesticide Tolerances 
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2014-0540; FRL-9920-54] re-
ceived January 16, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

246. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
direct final rule — Georgia: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revisions [EPA-R04-RCRA-2014- 
0710; FRL-9921-90-Region 4] received January 
16, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

247. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s direct final rule — Revisions to the 
California State Implementation Plan; 
South Coast Air Quality Management Dis-
trict and Ventura County Air Pollution Con-
trol District [EPA-R09-OAR-2014-0781; FRL- 
9920-52-Region 9] received January 16, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

248. A letter from the Under Secretary for 
Industry and Security, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting a report on Russian 
Sanctions: Licensing Policy for the Crimea 
Region of Ukraine, pursuant to the Export 
Administration Act, section 6(f)(2), under the 
authority conferred by Executive Order 
13222, as amended and extended; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

249. A letter from the Acting Chief, Branch 
of FS, Fish and Wildlife Service, Department 
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Endangered and Threat-
ened Wildlife and Plants; Listing the 
Straight-Horned Markhor as Threatened 
With a Rule Under Section 4(d) of the ESA 
[Docket No.: FWS-R9-ES-2011-0003; 
FXES111309F2460-145-FF09E22000] (RIN: 1018- 
AY42) received January 26, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

250. A letter from the Acting Chief, Branch 
of Listing, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Determina-
tion of Threatened Status for the Western 
Distinct Population Segment of the Yellow- 
billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus) [Dock-
et No.: FWS-R8-ES-2013-0104; 4500030113] (RIN: 
1018-AY53) received January 26, 2015, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

251. A letter from the Chief, Branch of Re-
covery and State Grants, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — En-
dangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Revision to the Regulations for the 
Nonessential Experimental Population of the 
Mexican Wolf [Docket No.: FWS-R2-ES-2013- 
0056; FXES11130900000-156-FF09E42000] (RIN: 
1018-AY46) received January 26, 2015, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

252. A letter from the Chief, Branch of Re-
covery and State Grants, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — En-
dangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Endangered Status for the Mexican 
Wolf [Docket No.: FWS-HQ-ES-2013-0073; 
FXES11130900000-156-FF09E42000] (RIN: 1018- 
AY00) received January 26, 2015, pursuant to 
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5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. GIBBS (for himself, Mr. KELLY 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. GOSAR, 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. TURNER, Mr. ROGERS of 
Alabama, Mr. COLLINS of New York, 
Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. ROSS, Mr. SALM-
ON, Mr. LATTA, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. 
LONG, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. 
WITTMAN, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. WEBER 
of Texas, Mr. COLE, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT 
of Georgia, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. CHABOT, 
Mr. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. WALBERG, 
Mr. BABIN, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
POMPEO, and Mr. RUSSELL): 

H.R. 578. A bill to protect the right of indi-
viduals to bear arms at water resources de-
velopment projects administered by the Sec-
retary of the Army, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

By Mr. WEBSTER of Florida: 
H.R. 579. A bill to provide for incentives for 

agencies and the judiciary to increase oper-
ating efficiency; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RUSH (for himself, Mr. BARTON, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. CICILLINE, and Mr. 
MCNERNEY): 

H.R. 580. A bill to protect consumers by re-
quiring reasonable security policies and pro-
cedures to protect data containing personal 
information, and to provide for nationwide 
notice in the event of a security breach; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself, Mr. TONKO, 
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. 
MEEHAN, Mr. MARINO, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. GRIJALVA, and 
Mr. JOYCE): 

H.R. 581. A bill to authorize a National 
Heritage Area Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself and 
Mr. ROONEY of Florida): 

H.R. 582. A bill to amend title III of the 
Public Health Service Act to provide for the 
establishment and implementation of guide-
lines on best practices for diagnosis, treat-
ment, and management of mild traumatic 
brain injuries (MTBIs) in school-aged chil-
dren, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. BROOKS 
of Alabama, and Mr. KING of Iowa): 

H.R. 583. A bill to provide for sanctions on 
countries that have refused or unreasonably 
delayed repatriation of an alien who is a na-
tional of that country, or that have an exces-
sive repatriation failure rate, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary, and in addition to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. DESANTIS (for himself, Mr. 
MASSIE, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. GOWDY, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. BLUM, and Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE): 

H.R. 584. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for the termination 
of certain retirement benefits for Members 
of Congress, except the right to continue 
participating in the Thrift Savings Plan, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. FLORES (for himself, Mr. CAR-
TER of Texas, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. OLSON, Mr. PEARCE, and 
Mr. THORNBERRY): 

H.R. 585. A bill to amend the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 to establish a procedure 
for approval of certain settlements; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BUSTOS (for herself, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, 
Mr. DELANEY, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
CARNEY, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. COOPER, 
Ms. KUSTER, Mr. COSTA, Mr. SCHRA-
DER, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. CAR-
SON of Indiana, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, and Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico): 

H.R. 586. A bill to establish the Inde-
pendent Government Waste Reduction Board 
to make recommendations to improve the 
economy, efficiency, and effectiveness of 
Federal programs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Rules, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. POCAN (for himself, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, and Mr. PRICE of North Caro-
lina): 

H.R. 587. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Education to award grants to States to im-
prove early education; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ROTHFUS (for himself and Mr. 
SCHRADER): 

H.R. 588. A bill to preserve Medicare bene-
ficiary choice by restoring and expanding the 
Medicare open enrollment and disenrollment 
opportunities repealed by section 3204(a) of 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. MASSIE (for himself, Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE, Mr. BLUM, Mr. 
DESANTIS, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. JOLLY, and Mr. 
MOONEY of West Virginia): 

H.R. 589. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the inclusion in 
gross income of Social Security benefits; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOWENTHAL (for himself, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
ENGEL, Ms. ESTY, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. 
GRAYSON, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. HANNA, 

Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HONDA, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. KILMER, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
TED LIEU of California, Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. POCAN, Mr. POLIS, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. 
TITUS, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. KEATING, Ms. SINEMA, Ms. 
DELBENE, and Mr. CARTWRIGHT): 

H.R. 590. A bill to establish in the Bureau 
of Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor of 
the Department of State a Special Envoy for 
the Human Rights of LGBT Peoples; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas (for herself and Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER): 

H.R. 591. A bill to provide for a coordinated 
Federal research program to ensure contin-
ued United States leadership in engineering 
biology; to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. GUTHRIE (for himself, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, 
and Mr. KIND): 

H.R. 592. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for coverage 
under the Medicare program of pharmacist 
services; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. COFFMAN (for himself, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. TIPTON, Ms. DEGETTE, and 
Mr. BUCK): 

H.R. 593. A bill to extend the authorization 
for the construction of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs Medical Center in Aurora, 
Colorado, and to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to enter into an agreement 
with the Army Corps of Engineers to manage 
such construction; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr. 
AMODEI, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. BARR, Mr. 
BENISHEK, Mr. BLUM, Mr. BOST, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. BUCSHON, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia, Mr. COOK, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. DENHAM, 
Mr. DENT, Mr. EMMER, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. FLO-
RES, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GIB-
SON, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. GOODLATTE, 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. GRIF-
FITH, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. HARPER, 
Mr. HANNA, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Geor-
gia, Mr. HILL, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi-
gan, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. HURD of Texas, 
Mr. HURT of Virginia, Mr. SAM JOHN-
SON of Texas, Mr. JOLLY, Mr. JOYCE, 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LONG, 
Mr. LUCAS, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. MARCH-
ANT, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. MEADOWS, 
Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. NUNES, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. 
PITTENGER, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
POMPEO, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, 
Mr. ROKITA, Mr. ROONEY of Florida, 
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. SALMON, 
Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. 
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SHIMKUS, Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. THORN-
BERRY, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. 
HARDY, Mr. UPTON, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 
WENSTRUP, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. 
WOMACK, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
ZINKE, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. YOHO, 
Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. STUTZMAN, 
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. PALAZZO, 
Mr. BABIN, Mr. FORBES, Mr. WALDEN, 
Mr. AMASH, Mr. SIMPSON, and Mr. 
PERRY): 

H.R. 594. A bill to preserve existing rights 
and responsibilities with respect to waters of 
the United States, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mrs. BROOKS of Indi-
ana, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. CLAY, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. ROD-
NEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. GOWDY, 
Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mrs. CARO-
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
MARINO, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MEAD-
OWS, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. REICHERT, 
Mr. RUIZ, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. WEBER of 
Texas, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 
HONDA, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. 
MULLIN, Mr. FARR, and Ms. JUDY CHU 
of California): 

H.R. 595. A bill to amend section 2259 of 
title 18, United States Code, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. BYRNE: 
H.R. 596. A bill to repeal the Patient Pro-

tection and Affordable Care Act and health 
care-related provisions in the Health Care 
and Education Reconciliation Act of 2010, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committees on Education and the Work-
force, Ways and Means, the Judiciary, Nat-
ural Resources, Rules, House Administra-
tion, Appropriations, and the Budget, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. FINCHER (for himself, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. ADER-
HOLT, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. 
COLLINS of New York, Mr. RODNEY 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. DOLD, Mr. COLE, 
Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. LUCAS, Mr. PITTS, 
Mr. REED, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. BOST, 
Mr. HARPER, Mr. KING of New York, 
Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. AMODEI, 
Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. GRAVES of Mis-
souri, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. 
RICE of South Carolina, Mr. MICA, 
Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. COS-
TELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Pennsylvania, Mr. TURNER, 
Mr. GIBSON, Mr. HANNA, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. CRAMER, 
Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. MARINO, 
Mr. MULLIN, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. 
KATKO, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. JOLLY, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. 

SCHOCK, Mrs. HARTZLER, and Mr. 
VALADAO): 

H.R. 597. A bill to reauthorize the Export- 
Import Bank of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

By Mr. WALBERG (for himself, Mr. 
COOPER, Mr. BOST, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. LONG): 

H.R. 598. A bill to provide taxpayers with 
an annual report disclosing the cost and per-
formance of Government programs and areas 
of duplication among them, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (for himself 
and Mr. ROSKAM): 

H.R. 599. A bill to prohibit the Internal 
Revenue Service from modifying the stand-
ard for determining whether an organization 
is operated exclusively for the promotion of 
social welfare for purposes of section 501(c)(4) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself and 
Mr. COLLINS of New York): 

H.R. 600. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the taxation of 
hard cider; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER (for himself, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. FOSTER, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. HURT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. FINCHER, 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. STIV-
ERS, Mr. KILMER, and Mr. PERL-
MUTTER): 

H.R. 601. A bill to amend the Gramm- 
Leach-Bliley Act to provide an exception to 
the annual privacy notice requirement; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. RENACCI (for himself, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. JOYCE, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. 
STIVERS, Mr. TURNER, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. 
LATTA, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio, Mr. JORDAN, and Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio): 

H.R. 602. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in recognition 
and celebration of the Pro Football Hall of 
Fame; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and 
Mr. NUNNELEE): 

H.R. 603. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to establish a Social Secu-
rity Surplus Protection Account in the Fed-
eral Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust 
Fund to hold the Social Security surplus, to 
provide for suspension of investment of 
amounts held in the Account until enact-
ment of legislation providing for investment 
of the Trust Fund in investment vehicles 
other than obligations of the United States, 
and to establish a Social Security Invest-
ment Commission to make recommendations 
for alternative forms of investment of the 
Social Security surplus in the Trust Fund; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia (for 
himself, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
DESJARLAIS, Ms. FOXX, and Mr. 
MARCHANT): 

H.R. 604. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to make changes related 
to family-sponsored immigrants and to re-
duce the number of such immigrants, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Mr. 
TIBERI, Mr. HARPER, Ms. PINGREE, 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, and Mr. 
PETERSON): 

H.R. 605. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for the cov-
erage of home as a site of care for infusion 
therapy under the Medicare program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself, Mr. 
COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BYRNE, Mr. PASCRELL, and Mr. 
REICHERT): 

H.R. 606. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude certain com-
pensation received by public safety officers 
and their dependents from gross income; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. BROWNLEY of California: 
H.R. 607. A bill to amend the VOW to Hire 

Heroes Act of 2011 to extend the Veterans Re-
training Assistance Program, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, and in addition to the Committees on 
Ways and Means, and Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARSON of Indiana: 
H.R. 608. A bill to authorize the President 

to award a gold medal on behalf of Congress 
to Muhammad Ali in recognition of his con-
tributions to the Nation; to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Ms. LEE, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. RUSH, Mr. RANGEL, 
and Mr. MCDERMOTT): 

H.R. 609. A bill to establish the Food Safe-
ty Administration to protect the public 
health by preventing foodborne illness, en-
suring the safety of food, improving research 
on contaminants leading to foodborne ill-
ness, and improving security of food from in-
tentional contamination, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Agriculture, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. DUFFY: 
H.R. 610. A bill to amend title XIX of the 

Social Security Act to audit States to deter-
mine if such States used Medicaid funds in 
violation of the Hyde Amendment and other 
Federal prohibitions on funding for abor-
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. HULTGREN (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 
RIBBLE, and Mrs. HARTZLER): 

H.R. 611. A bill to amend the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Act of 2000 relating to 
determinations with respect to efforts of for-
eign countries to reduce demand for com-
mercial sex acts under the minimum stand-
ards for the elimination of trafficking; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa (for himself, Mr. 
BARR, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. BLUM, Mr. BRAT, Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. BUCK, Mr. 
CLAWSON of Florida, Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. CON-
AWAY, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. CRAMER, 
Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. DUN-
CAN of Tennessee, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Ms. FOXX, Mr. BARTON, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GIBBS, 
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Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. 
GRIFFITH, Mr. HARPER, Mrs. 
HARTZLER, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, 
Mr. JOLLY, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LONG, 
Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. 
MCHENRY, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 
MEADOWS, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. 
MULLIN, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. 
NUNNELEE, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. PALMER, 
Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. PERRY, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. PITTS, 
Mr. POMPEO, Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mrs. 
ROBY, Mr. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. 
SALMON, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. YOHO, 
Mrs. BLACK, and Mr. BUCSHON): 

H.R. 612. A bill to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or to re-
frain from such activities; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. MEEHAN (for himself, Mr. CAR-
NEY, Mr. BUCSHON, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. TONKO, and Mr. 
COSTELLO of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 613. A bill to amend the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to 
authorize veterans’ treatment courts and en-
courage services for veterans; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Florida (for him-
self, Mr. JOLLY, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. 
CURBELO of Florida, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. BARR): 

H.R. 614. A bill to provide for savings, ac-
countability, value, and efficiency, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs, 
Appropriations, Agriculture, Energy and 
Commerce, Ways and Means, Armed Serv-
ices, Foreign Affairs, the Judiciary, Finan-
cial Services, House Administration, and 
Rules, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PAYNE (for himself, Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, and Mr. MCCAUL): 

H.R. 615. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to require the Under Sec-
retary for Management of the Department of 
Homeland Security to take administrative 
action to achieve and maintain interoperable 
communications capabilities among the 
components of the Department of Homeland 
Security, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. POLIS (for himself and Mr. 
AMODEI): 

H.R. 616. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to provide for reforms 
to the EB-5 immigrant investor program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Ms. 
SLAUGHTER): 

H.R. 617. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to enhance the clinical trial reg-
istry data bank reporting requirements and 
enforcement measures; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. ROKITA (for himself, Mr. 
MESSER, Mr. DESANTIS, and Mr. 
GOWDY): 

H.R. 618. A bill to expand opportunity 
through greater choice in education, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, and in addition to 
the Committees on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and Armed Services, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SIRES: 
H.R. 619. A bill to amend the Public Health 

Service Act to provide for the expansion, in-
tensification, and coordination of the pro-
grams and activities of the National Insti-
tutes of Health with respect to Tourette syn-
drome; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Mr. 
CLYBURN, Ms. DELAURO, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BEYER, Mr. WELCH, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida, Mr. HONDA, Mr. HAS-
TINGS, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, and 
Mr. GRAYSON): 

H.R. 620. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the denial of de-
duction for certain excessive employee remu-
neration; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. VARGAS: 
H.R. 621. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Veterans Affairs to make grants with mi-
nority serving institutions for the purpose of 
establishing verified delivery systems to ad-
dress social and academic problems facing 
veterans enrolled at such institutions, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself, Ms. LEE, 
and Mr. HECK of Nevada): 

H. Con. Res. 11. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for designation of January 
2015 as ‘‘National Blood Donor Month’’; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LATTA: 
H. Res. 59. A resolution recognizing the Na-

tional Construction Equipment Museum es-
tablished, operated and maintained by the 
Historical Construction Equipment Associa-
tion located in Bowling Green, Ohio, as the 
National Construction Equipment Museum; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CHABOT: 
H. Res. 60. A resolution providing amounts 

for the expenses of the Committee on Small 
Business in the One Hundred Fourteenth 
Congress; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. 

By Mr. COSTA (for himself and Mr. 
POE of Texas): 

H. Res. 61. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of a National Stalking 
Awareness Month; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
of New York, Ms. BASS, Mr. VARGAS, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. WEBER of Texas, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. 
COHEN, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Mr. TONKO, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. ESTY, 
Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. PETERSON, Ms. JENKINS 
of Kansas, and Mr. COURTNEY): 

H. Res. 62. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives regard-
ing sexually exploited and trafficked girls in 

the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: 
H. Res. 63. A resolution providing amounts 

for the expenses of the Committee on House 
Administration in the One Hundred Four-
teenth Congress; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Ms. WILSON of Florida (for herself, 
Ms. BASS, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. 
FUDGE, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. MCCOL-
LUM, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Mr. POCAN, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania, and Ms. TSONGAS): 

H. Res. 64. A resolution recognizing Janu-
ary 2015 as ‘‘National Mentoring Month’’; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. GIBBS: 
H.R. 578. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution and the Second Amendment, 
which states: A well regulated Militia, being 
necessary to the security of a free State, the 
right of the people to keep and bear Arms, 
shall not be infringed. 

By Mr. WEBSTER of Florida: 
H.R. 579. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 9, Clause 7 which pro-

vides that ‘‘no money shall be drawn from 
the Treasury but in Consequence of Appro-
priations made by Law; and a regular State-
ment and Account of the Receipts and Ex-
penditures of all public Money shall be pub-
lished from time to time.’’ 

By Mr. RUSH: 
H.R. 580. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress 

shall have power ‘‘To regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes’’ 

By Mr. DENT: 
H.R. 581. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
By Mr. PASCRELL: 

H.R. 582. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H.R. 583. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 

By Mr. DESANTIS: 
H.R. 584. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 6, Clause 1, of the U.S. 

Constitution: The Senators and Representa-
tives shall receive a Compensation for their 
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Services, to be ascertained by Law, and paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States. 

By Mr. FLORES: 
H.R. 585. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
By Mrs. BUSTOS: 

H.R. 586. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. POCAN: 

H.R. 587. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power . . . To reg-

ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes. 

By Mr. ROTHFUS: 
H.R. 588. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. MASSIE: 
H.R. 589. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority for the Sen-

ior Citizens Tax Elimination Act is found in 
Article I, Section 8, which gives Congress the 
power to lay and collect taxes. 

By Mr. LOWENTHAL: 
H.R. 590. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H.R. 591. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mr. GUTHRIE: 

H.R. 592. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
The Congress shall have Power to lay and 

collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defense and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Mr. COFFMAN: 
H.R. 593. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clauses 12, 14 and 18 of 

the Constitution of the United States; the 
authority raise and support an army, to 
make rules for the government and regula-
tion of the land and naval forces and to 
make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the fore-
going powers. 

The purpose of the bill is to provide assist-
ance to the VA for their construction activi-
ties so that the veteran population has ac-
cess to healthcare facilities. In order for the 
U.S. Government to support and regulate our 
land and naval forces for future engage-
ments, it is necessary and proper for the 
Congress to legislate the construction of fa-
cilities so the current and future veteran 
population is provided adequate healthcare. 

By Mr. GOSAR: 
H.R. 594. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The power to regulate inter-state com-

merce is set forth Article I, Section 8, Clause 

3, the Power to ‘‘regulate commerce among 
the several states!’ If the matter in question 
is not a purely local matter (intra-state) or 
if it has an impact on inter-state commerce, 
it falls within the Congressional power to 
regulate interstate commerce. National Fed-
eration of Independent Business v. Sebelius 
(2012). 

Also Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2; Article 
6, Clause 2; and the 10th Amendment, which 
grants states all authority not explicitly 
given to the federal government, pursuant to 
which this bill seeks to return to the states 
authority previously and erroneously 
claimed by the federal government. 

Finally, Article I, section 8, clause 18, that 
grants Congress the power to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying out the 
powers vested by Congress in the Constitu-
tion of the United States or in any depart-
ment or officer thereof. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 
H.R. 595. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
(1) to regulate commerce with foreign na-

tions, and among the several states, and with 
the Indian tribes, as enumerated in Article 1, 
Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. Constitution; 

(2) to make all laws necessary and proper 
for executing powers vested by the Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, Clause 
18 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. BYRNE: 
H.R. 596. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This Act repeals the Patient Protection 

and Affordable Care Act and title I and sub-
title B of title II of the Health Care and Edu-
cation Affordability Reconciliation Act of 
2010, which included several specific provi-
sions that extend beyond the enumerated 
powers granted to Congress by the Constitu-
tion, including, in particular, the Commerce, 
Taxing, and the Spending Clauses of Article 
I, Section 8, as well as the Necessary and 
Proper Clauses contained therein, and that 
otherwise improperly extend authority to 
Federal agencies in a manner inconsistent 
with the Vesting Clause of Article I, Section 
1. 

The general repeal of this legislation is 
consistent with the powers that are reserved 
to the States and to the people as expressed 
in Amendment X to the United States Con-
stitution. 

By Mr. FINCHER: 
H.R. 597. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section VIII 

By Mr. WALBERG: 
H.R. 598. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 9, Clause 7—No Money 

shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in 
Consequence of Appropriations made by Law; 
and a regular Statement and Account of the 
Receipts and Expenditures of all public 
Money shall be published from time to time. 

By Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin: 
H.R. 599. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clauses 1 and 18 of the 

Constitution of the United States. 
By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 

H.R. 600. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitution of the United States pro-

vides clear authority for Congress to pass 
tax legislation. Article I of the Constitution, 
in detailing Congressional authority, pro-
vides that ‘‘Congress shall have Power to lay 

and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Ex-
cises . . .’’ (Section 8, Clause 1). This legisla-
tion is introduced pursuant to that grant of 
authority. 

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER: 
H.R. 601. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the explicit power of Congress to 
regulate commerce in and among the states, 
as enumerate in Article 1, Section 8, Clause 
3, the Commerce Clause, of the United States 
Constitution. 

Additionally, Article 1, Section 7, Clause 2 
of the Constitution allows for every bill 
passed by the House of Representatives and 
the Senate and signed by the President to be 
codified into law; and therefore implicitly al-
lows Congress to repeal any bill that has 
been passed by both chambers and signed 
into law by the President. 

By Mr. RENACCI: 
H.R. 602. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 states, ‘‘The 

Congress shall have Power . . . To coin 
Money, regulate the Value thereof, and of 
foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of Weights 
and Measures.’’ 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 
H.R. 603. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia: 
H.R. 604. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which states 

that Congress has the power ‘‘to establish a 
uniform Rule of Naturalization and uniform 
Laws on the subject of Bankruptcies 
throughout the United States.’’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, which states 
that Congress has the power to ‘‘make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States or in any Department or Officer 
thereof . . .’’ 

By Mr. ENGEL: 
H.R. 605. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 1 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 
H.R. 606. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Ms. BROWNLEY of California: 
H.R. 607. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. CARSON of Indiana: 

H.R. 608. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of section 8 of Article I of the Con-

stitution. 
By Ms. DELAURO: 

H.R. 609. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Article I, 

Section 8, Clause 18 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. DUFFY: 
H.R. 610. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 states The 

Congress shall have Power To lay and collect 
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Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States. 

By Mr. HULTGREN: 
H.R. 611. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3—to regulate 

commerce with foreign nations 
By Mr. KING of Iowa: 

H.R. 612. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This act erases the forced-dues clauses in 

the National Labor Relations Act (NLRA) 
and Railway Labor Act (RLA). As such, this 
bill makes specific changes to existing law in 
a manner that returns power to the States 
and to the People, in accordance with 
Amendment X of the United States Constitu-
tion. 

By Mr. MEEHAN: 
H.R. 613. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following. 
This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 

Section 8. 
By Mr. MURPHY of Florida: 

H.R. 614. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, Section 8 of the United States Con-
stitution. 

By Mr. PAYNE: 
H.R. 615. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 3, to regulate 

commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian tribes 

By Mr. POLIS: 
H.R. 616. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution 
By Mr. REED: 

H.R. 617. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8: to provide for the com-

mon defense and general welfare. 
By Mr. ROKITA: 

H.R. 618. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
The Congress shall have Power to lay and 

collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. SIRES: 
H.R. 619. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Pursuant to clause 3(d) (1) of rule XIII of 

the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee finds the authority for this 
legislation in article I, section 8 of the Con-
stitution. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN: 
H.R. 620. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

Sections 7 & 8 of Article I of the United 
States Constitution and Amendment XVI of 
the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. VARGAS: 
H.R. 621. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
1. Article 1, Section 8, Clause 14 of the 

United States Constitution. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 21: Mr. JORDAN. 
H.R. 24: Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. JODY B. HICE 

of Georgia, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. 
MESSER, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. STEWART, Mr. STIV-
ERS, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska and Ms. FOXX. 

H.R. 25: Mr. RUSSELL. 
H.R. 114: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 154: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 

York. 
H.R. 167: Ms. SINEMA and Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 
H.R. 169: Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 173: Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 188: Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. MARINO, Mr. 

UPTON, Mr. REICHERT, and Mr. KING of New 
York. 

H.R. 204: Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 210: Mr. JOLLY. 
H.R. 235: Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. WILLIAMS, 

and Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 237: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 284: Mr. VISCLOSKY. 
H.R. 290: Mr. PETERSon, Mr. PALAZZO and 

Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 310: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. 

WITTMAN, and Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 315: Mr. TAKAI. 
H.R. 340: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin and Ms. 

GRANGER. 
H.R. 353: Mr. VALADAO. 
H.R. 361: Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 365: Mr. GOSAR and Mr. SALMON. 
H.R. 370: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 400: Mr. EMMER, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor-

ida, and Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 402: Mr. ROUZER, Mrs. BROOKS of Indi-

ana, and Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 413: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana and Mr. 

GIBSON. 
H.R. 417: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee, and Mr. KING of Iowa. 
H.R. 424: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 427: Mrs. LOVE. 
H.R. 430: Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 431: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. RYAN of 

Ohio, Mr. ASHFORD, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 
PETERSON, Mr. BEYER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. 
COOPER, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. KEATING, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr. 
TAKAI, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. 
STIVERS, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 

Mr. PITTS, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. 
FLORES, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. CONAWAY, Mrs. 
HARTZLER, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. ABRAHAM, 
Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. 
HILL, Mr. MESSER, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. RICE of 
South Carolina, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. REED, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. 
ROUZER, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mrs. 
COMSTOCK, Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. LANCE, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, 
Mr. UPTON, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. 
JENKINS of West Virginia, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. 
BRAT, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
SALMON, Mr. DESANTIS, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, 
Mr. ISSA, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. ROONEY of Florida, 
Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. GOWDY, Mrs. LOVE, Mr. 
VALADAO, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. DUFFY, Mr. 
WENSTRUP, Mr. DENT, Mr. YODER, Mr. TUR-
NER, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. RUIZ, 
Mr. HURT of Virginia, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Ms. 
BORDALLO, and Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 432: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 438: Mr. DELANEY. 
H.R. 448: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. 

SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 449: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 
H.R. 451: Mr. ROHRABACHER and Mr. WEST-

MORELAND. 
H.R. 456: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 478: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 485: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 

GARAMENDI, and Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Geor-
gia. 

H.R. 529: Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. COOK, and Mr. 
FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 532: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. MCCOL-
LUM, Mr. WELCH, Mr. CUMMINGS, and Mr. 
POLIS. 

H.R. 546: Mr. STIVERS, Mr. ROSS, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, and Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. 

H.J. Res. 11: Mr. COFFMAN. 
H. Res. 12: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

MCKINLEY, and Mr. JOLLY. 
H. Res. 24: Mr. COLLINS of New York and 

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 
H. Res. 28: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

POCAN, and Ms. DELBENE. 
H. Res. 32: Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. 

NORTON, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, and Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 

H. Res. 49: Mr. JOYCE, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor-
ida, Mr. SIRES, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. 
DESANTIS, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. HIG-
GINS, and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H. Res. 54: Mr. RICHMOND. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
3. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 

the City of Minneapolis, Minnesota, relative 
to Resolution No. 2014R-530, supporting the 
President’s historic executive order on im-
migration; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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